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fficial transcript of ‘the International 
Military Tribunal in the Matter of The 
United States of America, the French 
Republic, the tinited Kingdom of Great Britain 
and Northern Ireland, and the Union of Sovict 
Socialist Republics against Hermann ‘/ilheln 
Goering ct al, Defendants, sitting at Nurnberg, 
Germany, on 30 April 1946, 0930 to 1700 hours, 
Lord Justice Lawrence presiding. 
(Mr. Dodd, of the American Prosecution, approached the lectern.) 
THE PRESIDENT: Mr, Dodd, wore you going to deal with these questions? 
MR. DODD: Yes, Mr, President, I am prepared to do so. Shall I proceed 
to take up those documents over which we have some difficulty? 
THE PRESIDENT: If you will, yes. 
MR. DODD: Altogether, there are some 118 documents submitted on behalf 


of the Defendant von Schirach. As a result of our convorsntions, we have 


agreed on all but -- I believe the number is twelve, 


The first group, Nos, 30, 31, 45, 68, 73,101, 109, 124. and 133, are all 


excerpts from a book entitled, "Look, the Heart of Europe§" written by a man 
named Stanley Maclatchie. They are excerpts referring to the Hitla@ Youth 
organization, and we do object to them on the ground bhat they are all 
a1 here. Thoy describe Hitlcr Youth meetings at 

home and Hitler health programs and Hitler athletic competition and Hitler 
Youth Land Service and that sort of thing. There are goneral descriptions 
by Mr. Maclatchie of some activities of the Hitler Youth organization. They 
arc all, I ‘say, from that same book -- none of them written by the Defendant 
himself, They were published in 1937. 

Then, document 118A is a letter. It is unsigned, except that it is 
typewritten. It is by Colin Ross and his wife. It appears to be a 
suicide note setting forth the rcasons why Ross and his wife intended to 
commit suicide. We have been unable to dctormine its probative value and 
do not sce aiy probative value in it, in s far as tho issues affecting 
this Defendant are acnaaranes He apparently was acquainted with the Defend: 
von Schirach and that is tho claim, I assum of Counsel for von Schirach, the 
it sheds some light on von Schirach's attitude. But it is not clear to us. 


The third is 121, This is a quotation from the United States Army 
=8606— 





MANA 


30 Apr-MeJF-1-2 


newspaper, The Stars and Stripes » issuc of the 21st of Februcry, 194.6. It is 
about the training of young people in Yugoslavia at the present time. With 
respect to this we also say we believe it to bo immaterial here and not 
relevent and not bearing on the issucs concerning this Defendant as charged 
in the indictrent, 

Those three -= the first group and the tw, 118A ond 121, are the only 
do cume nt s concerning which we have any controversy. 

THE PRESIDENT: Eleven, 

MR. DODD: I am sorry, I said twelve, 

DR. SAUTER (Counsel for Defendant von Schirach): lr. President » the 
first group of documents to which the Prosecution hag objected are from a 
book by an American, Maclatchic. This Americen, as he writes himself in the 
book, is of Scottish descent, and in the year 1936 -- that was the year of 
the Olympic Games -- visdted Gormany, and he was in a position to get himself 
a picture of conditions in Germany and of the Gevolopment of the German 
people during the first years of the Hitler regine, and here he deseribcs the 
impressions he roccived, 

Normally I would not stress the importance of that book, but the 
introduction -- the preface of the book += shows tht tho mn that impelled 
hin to write that book was von Schirach, The Defendent, as he will explain 
in the course of interrogation here in court, very carly in his life began 
2 pleasant and fricndly attitude toward the United gintau, and this book by 
liaclatehie is one of tho many means which the Defendant von Schirach used 
for that purpose. The author admits in his book himself, in the preface, 
that the material for the book was received, at least tho largor part of it -- 
from the Defendant von Schirach. And that fact, these procecdings, scene to 
be important concerning the production of proof for the defense of von 
Schirach,. It lends to the book an entirely different importmece than if 
it had been written independently by von Schirech. Therefore wo have to 
consider the descriptions and impressions of this book as tho iipressions of 
the Defendant von Schirnch himself, That is the main ronson I have 
submitted the book with the request that I be permitted to quote individual 
p sseges, particularly those concerning the youth, in the course of my 
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presentation, 

The other passages in the book wuld be interesting in themselves, but 
have less to do with and are not in immediate connection with the youth 
leadership of the Defendant von Schirach that I have not mentioned, but only 
a few short extracts which exclusively describe the acti:ity and aim of the 
Defendant von Schirach and which, besides, will show you gentlemen what 
impression even a foreigner could gain from this activity, although he md 
come to Germany already with a certain prejudice and lost that prejudice only 


after getting his own impressions. 
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That, Mrs Tresident, is what Iwanted to Say to the first group, whieh the 
Prosecutor mentioned uncer Numbers 30 to 33. 


The second £rcup is number 118A of the dceument 5 >k Sehirach, and that 


is the last letter which the explorer Colin Ress left. If the irosecutor 


objects to the fact that that letter has no Signature, then, in my opinicn, 
that is not jarticularly impcrtant. Wmt we have submitted there is the 
original copy cf that letter, and the criginal copy was found among the papers 
of Dr. Colin Ross. 

Now, the Prosecution asks, What has that farewell letter by Dre Colin Ross 
to do with the defense cf Schirach? I ask you to recall that frequently cne 
has spoken here about that Dr. Colin Ross. That is the explorer--I believe he 
was an American by birth, but I do not know it for sure. That is the explorer 
who not only for many years was a close friend cf Schiraen but a :nan whom the 
Cefendant von Schirach used again amt again in order to prevent or help prevent 
the cutbreak of a war with the United States, and later, in order to terminate 
that war and to bring absut peace with theUnited States. 

In the course of the wesentation of the defense, these points will be 
clarified in detail, I believe, 

THE FRESIDENT: When was it dated? 

DR. SAUTER: One moment please. The date is 30 April 1945. I eonsider the 
letter important for the reason that here aman, at the very moment befcre he 
comiits suicide with his wife because he is desperate about the future of 
Germany, because, I Say, the man richt in the face of death is again eoncerned 
that, together with the defendant von Schirach, he hac eontinu usly tried to 
bring about peace with the United States, and lL believe, gentlemen, thate- 

THEFRESIDENT: Where was he at the time when, as I understand y.u to say, 
he committed suicide? 

Dke SAUTER: The defendant wn Schirech -- 

THEIRESIDENT: No, no, the van who wrote the letter. 

DRe SAUTER The defendant von Schirach had a small h-use in Upper Bavaria 
in the Kurweld am Waldsee, and in that house Colin Ross lived at the time with 
his wife, and it was in that house which bel nge? to von Schirach that he 
committed suicide, 

The letter is only one page, and it would not cause any delay in the 
proceedings if it were read, 
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Then, gentlemen, the third group to which the Presecuticn objects is 
again only one number, a comparatively short article from Stars anc Stripes. 
That is Number 121, and thet number, which I shall submit in the crivinal in the 


course of my presentation, is of 21 February 1946; that is, of this year. 


It explains in detail hcw the education of youth is re-organized n-w in 


Jugoslavia by Marshal Tito, and the defendant von Schirach stresses the 
importance of this document because it proves that in Juzcslavia a definitely 
military education «f youth has been started this very year. The defendant 
von Schirach therefore desires to make a comparison between the kind of youth 
education which he was in charge of and the Jugoslavian education of youth 
which has Seen decided upon this year and which goes much further than did the 
program of the defandant von Schirach at any time, 

That is all. 

MRe DODD: lire President, may I make just one or two short cbservaticns? 
I realize that ordinarily the Tribunal does not want to hear from Ccunsel twiee, 
but there are certain mtters I want to clear up. 

First of all, the bo -k, "Look, the Heart =f Europe", which may have been 
written by the man Maclatchie, who Counsel says is a man of Scotch ancestry » 

I think it is important that the Tribunal know that it was ~ublished in Germany. 
I am sure that Counsel did not mean to imply that it was an American 
publication, because, other than having been written by this man, it was 
published over here after he had attended the Olympic Games in 1936. 

THE . RESIDENT: In the German language, I susp se? 

MRe DODD: Yes, and the German title was "Sich, das Herz Europas". 

With respect to the Colin Ross n-te, I think it is impcrtant tc know that 
no one knows whether Ress ecmmitted suicide or not. At least, so far as the 
Allied esvntries are concerned. His body has rever becn found anc only this 
note which Counsel says was found among his effects. 

DRe SAUTER: Mr. Frresident, may I make another remark concerning the 
first group? That bok by Maclatchie appeared in a German publishin,; firr. 

The defendant von Schirach himself intervened to make sure that that bo k could 
appear, so that arain speaks for the fact that von Schirach had a certain 
purpose in view. That purpose was to cause a certain enlishtenment between 
American and Germany anc to smooth the contrast which he was afraid would one 


day lead to war, 
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The book by Maclatchie did not only appear in German, but also in the 
English language, and it was distributed in large numbers in Encland and in the 
United States. It also a,peared, of course, in German and was cistributed in 
Germany. 

That, I believe, is all that I wish to say at this joint. 

THE FRESIDENT: Would you tell the Tribunal what these other d>ocuments 
are that Mr. Dodd has not objected to? We uncerstand that there are 160 
documents, which he has not objected toe What are they all abd out, and how long 
are they? 

DRe SAUTER: I have submitted only one cocument book. That is, 1 have 
limited myself to the absolute necessities. 

THE FRESIDENT: Of how many pages? 

DRe SAUTER: Altcgether, 13h. Of course, some cover cnly one half cr cne 


third of a page. They are mainly short quctati-ns. 


It was necessary for me to bring in these extracts because the presentation 


of proof concerning the activities cf the defendant ven Schirach as Reich Youth 
leader can only be dealt with by sh wing to the Tribunal just what the cefendant 
von Schirach told the youth of Germany, what his teachinzs were, what his 
directives tc his subcrdinate leaders were in detail, andin that connectiin it 
is necessary for me--and I believe that the «r>secuticn realizes that alsoe- 

to submit a sh_rt report coverinz the entire period during tiich von Schirach 
was Reich fouth Leader so as to show that the cpinions and theories of the 
defendant von Schirach curing the last year cf his activity as Reich Youth 
leader were exactly the saze as curing his first year. He is cne cf the few 
within the tarty who cid not becore m-re severe, vecauge in the years he did 
nothing to extremes, such as most of the others, and that I want to show by 
these comparatively short exceryts. 


I believe that is n-w all, 
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THE PRESIDENT: Then you have the two supplementary applic- 
ations for witnesses, have you not? 

DRe SAUTER: Yes, 

THE PRESIDENT: You better deal with those, had you not? 

DR SAUTER: Yes, 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, one of them, I understand, is a person 
who made an affidavit which has been used by the Prosecution. 


DR. SAUTER: I believe that is the witness Ueberreiter, 


THE PRESIDENT: I do not think so, I think it is the other one, 


is it not? Who are the two? 

DR. SAUTER: One is, I believe-- 

THE PRESIDENT: Marsalek: 

DR. SAUTER: No, not Marsalek, Ueberreiter. Marsalek, Mr, 
President--- 

THE PRESIDENT: I have your application before me for Marsalek, 
You do not want Marsalek? 

DR. SAUTER: Noy that must be an error, 

THE PRESIDENT: Taken the 15th of April, 196, Anyhow, you do 
not want him? 

DR. SAUTER: Noe 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, then you only want one, do you? 

DR. SAUTER: Yes. 

THE PRESIDENT: And that is Ueberreiter? 

DR. SAUTER: Ueberreiter, Mr President. 

THE PRESIDENT: Has the Prosecution any objection to him? 

MRe JUSTICE JACKSON: Noy we have not, Your Honor, That affidae 
vit was introduced by us in connection with the Kaltenbrunner case, an 
affidavit by Ueberreiter, 

THE PRESIDENT: You have no objection? 

MRe JUSTICE JACKSON? No objection. 

THE PRESIDENT: Very well, Thank you Dr. Sauter, We will 
consider your application and respective documents and the witness. We 
will consider your application, and we will now proceed with the case of 


Streicher, 
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like to make a motion to the case of Streicher, I desire to move that 


Streicher's testimony found at pages 849), 8495, and 8496 of April 26th 
be expunged from the record, and on page 859 of yesterday's testimony 
in which Streicher makes charges against the United States Army of 
mistreatment. If this testimony is irrelevent, it has no place in this 
record. If it is relevant, then it calls for an answer at considerable 
time and at considerable difficulty in view of the redeployment of 
people in the service of the United States. In our view it is utterly 
irrelevant. It was not responsive to any question and, no matter how it 
should be resolved, it would not help to determine whether Streicher 
is or is not guilty of the offenses charged here, but it is not a pretty 
charge to leave unanswered in a record for all time. 

It may be that we are unduly sensitive, as it has been suggested, 
but the United States has tried to conduct this war within the rules 
and the forces of the United States have some sensitivity about their 
record in that respect, 

In order to obtain a clear-cut ruling and in order to know 
whether we should take any steps in reference ta this, I move that this 
be expunged as immaterial and irrelevant testimony and, of course, if it 
is irrelevant, we are excused from any duty to deal with it; if not, 
we willknow that we must. 


THE PRESIDENT: Dr. Marx, do you wish to say anything about 


DR. MARX: (Counsel for defendant Streicher): Excuse me, Mre 
President. Unfortunately, I did nct understanc the motions made by 
Justice Jackson completely because at that moment I was busy doing 
something else. As much as T understood, he dealt with-- 

THE PRESIDENT: I ean tell you what it was. The motion was 
that passages on pages 849), 8495, and 8496, and on page 8549, in which 
the defendant Streicher made certain charges against the United States 
Army, be expunged from the record, 

DR. MARX: I understand, I would like to say, from the point 


of view of the defense, that I agree that these passages be dropped 
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because I am of the opinfon that for the defense of the defendant they 


are in no way relevant, 

THE PRESIDENT: The passages to which Mr, Justice Jackson has 
drawn our attention are iin the opinion of the Tribunal highly improper 
Statements laid by the defendant Streicher, They are, in the opinion 
of the Tribunal, entirely irrelevant, and they have been admitted by 
counsel for the defendant Streicher to be entirely irrelevant, and they 
will, therefore, be expunged, from the record, 

And now Dr¢ Marx, 

DR. MARX: May I ow, with the permission of the Tribunal, 
continue with the calling of witnesses? I call now the witness 
Friedrich Strobel, 

FRIEDRICH STROBE, a Witness, took the stand and testified as 
follows: 

BY THE PRESIDENT: 

Q W411 you state your full name. 

A Friedrich Strobel. 

Q Will you repeat this oath after me: I swear by God, the 
Almighty and Omnisciert, that I will speak the pure truth and will with- 
hold and add nothing, 

(The witness repeated the oath.) 

THE PRESIDENT: You may sit down, 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 
BY DR. MARX: 

Q Witness, on the 3rd 6f December, 1938, were you at a meeting 
of the lawyersi Creanization in Nurnberg? 

A S. 

Q During that mesting the defendant Streicher is supposed to 
hare spoken; is that correct? 

A Yes, 

Q Would you please tell us what the defendant Streicher stated 
at that ogcasion concerning the demonstrations of the 9th of November, 


1938? 
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A He stated, "I would not have done it that way. In such a 
manner it is impossible to suppress 2 power like world Jewry." Then 
he added, "What happened has happened", and some more phrases of that 
kind. 

Q Is it correct that at that time you were surprised that 
Streicher in all public objected against that action, which had been 


ordered by the top? 
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ie Yes. Streicher frequently spoke against measures and directives 
of the Government when he was of a different opinion. Thus he did it also 
on that occasion. I had the impression that apparently one had passed over 
him, because in his speech there was an undertone that indicated that there 
would be disagreeable consequences. 

I thought about it, and I did not know whether it meant that Streichor 
had a good moment once, or that he knew how harmful that action was, or 
whether his vanity was injured, or maybe it was that he felt that a quick 
solution of the Jewish problem would take away his importance. 

Q. Witness, these are opinions which you are stating hcre and not facts, 
and I did not ask you about thate 

4. Well, that was my impressione 

Qe All right, I ask you now: On the 9th and 10th of November, 1938, 
were you present in Nurnbers? 

i. Yes. J don't remember it for usre, but I believe it was from the 
8th to the 9th when that action happened, because on the 7th of November von 
Rath was shot; on the 8th he died, and the night after these things occurred. 

THE PRESIDENT: We needn't argue about whether it was the 8th or the 9th. 
It doesn't really matter, does it? 

BY DR. MARX: 

Qe ‘The question which I want to put to vou now is, what observations 
did you make after that nizht during which the demonstration against the 
Jewish population took place on the following morning, and then later about 
the attitude of the population in Nurnberg toward these demonstrations? 

‘Ae I was informed about that action only by the personnel in my office. 
Thereupon I walked into the city, looked around in the streets, and in front 
fo all the damaged stores there wore people standinz. I had the impression 
that the majority of the population, the great majority, was quicte They 
shook their heads, looked at cach other, and muttored somcthinge Then thoy 
walked away. But, generally, ono had the impression that you should not speak 
too loudly, and later I found out that people who objected against it were 


treated rather badly. 
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Qe But the general impression was, wasn't it, that the population 
definitely was not in favor of that action, and that general indignation was 
recognizable, and even if not loud it was there. 

4. Yes. The Russian Broadcasting Station expressed it beste They said 
"Let it be said that it is somcthing in favor of the German people that they 
did not participate in this actione™ Most people found out only in the morn- 
ing after the aftion what had happened. 

THE PRESIDENT: hat has this got to do with the defendant Streicher? 

DR. MARX: Well, the defendant Streicher has been accused that he had 
shown that he approved of these actions, and that by his speech on the 10th of 
November he approved ite Strcicher also montioned that that was an action 
which had been ordered from the tope 

THE PRESIDENTs The fact that a number of people in Nurnberg, or even 
the whole of the people of Nurnberg, disapproved of it wouldn't show thet 
Streicher disapproved of ite 

DR. MARX: Yes, but he waid that it could not have been an incitement, 
because that action hid been ordored and directed from the top, whereas, in 
the case of an incitement, the action would have started out of the mass of 
the people. ‘hat is what ho pointed out, 

THE WITNESS: May I state my opinion about that? It certainly did not 
start from the people, because even the SA man who took part in the action 
did it because there was an order, and i% was an organized affoire The 
assertion of Dr. Goekbels that the German poople had risen spontaneously was 
a libel against the German peoplc. 

DR MARX: I have no more questions to this witness, Mr. Presidonte 

THE PRESIDENT: Do any other of the defendants' counsel wish to ask him 
any questions? 

(No response) 
Does the Prosecution wish to cross examine? 
(No response) 


Then the witness caw retiree 
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DR. MARX: With the permission of the Tribunal, I now call the witness 
Ernst Hiemcr. 

THE MARSHAL: There is no witness's 

THE PRESIDENT: Is he not there? 

THE M.RSHAL: We have not witness’ there. 

THE PRESIDENT: He says, Dr. Marx, that he is not there, and that there 
are no witnesses theres 

DR. MARX: Excuse me, Mr. President. The witness Hiemer is right here in 
the prison, and I talked to him personally. 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, did you inform the prison authorities yesterday 
that you were going to call him? 

DR. MARX: I spoke to the Marshal on Monday, sayine that Hiemer should 
be brought up Tuesday, as much as I can recall, There must be a misunderstand. 
ings somewhere. 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, have you got any other witnesses besides Hiemer? 

DR. MARX: ‘Well, yes, the witness Wurzbacher. 

PRESIDENT: Where is he? Where is Wurzbacher? 

DR. MiRX: ‘Wurzbacher is also here in the prison. 

THE PRESIDENTs Well, while he is being brought, can you take up the 

in dealing with your documents? 

DRe MARX: Yes. We can do that alsoe 

THE MARSHAL: “hey will be here in about five minutes. 

THE PRESIDENT: Very well. Go on, Dre Marx. 

DR. MARX: Mr. President, before coming to the question of the documents, 

I should like to point out the following: During the proceedings yesterday 

afternoon the Prosecution has submitted several documents which were new to 
‘ne, and I did not have an oprortunity yet to state my vosition with regard 
to theme Also, I did not have a chance yet to speak to the defendant Streicher 
about them. 

From the point of view of the defense, I consider it essential to speak 
about these extraordinarily important documents; and I believe that has to be 
done in the manner that I have to examine all the articles of the "Stuermer" t: 


see whether it can be foumd that Streicher has used the various informations 
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from the "Israelitisches Wochenblatt", because his defense was, "I did not 
believe what I read there." If it will be seen now that not in a singlo 
article has be used these informations, then his statement is wcll sunvorted,. 
Therefore -- 

THE PRESIDENT: Wait a minutee In one particular article it was 
demonstrated yesterday in crosseoxamination, as I understood it, that he had 
used an article from the Jewish vapors 

DR. MARX: Yes. I know that articlo. That is of the 4th of November 
1943. 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, Dre Marx, what exactly are you ap lying for now? 
What is your motion? 

DRe MARX: My motion is that the Tribunal nermit me to supplement my 
document book in such a manner so that I can state my nosition to the docu- 
ments submitted by the Prosecution yesterday by submitting documents on my 
parte My presentation of documents would be incomplete if I would not havc a 


chance to answer these prosentations by the Prosecution, 
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TUE PRESIDENT: Yes, Dre ilarxg tho Tribunal grants your motion provided 
you make it in the ordinary wy, in writing, referring to any passages 
which you contend throw light on tho passages which have been put in by 
the prosccutione 

DR. iiiRXs: Yes, iiay I now begin to discuss the individual documents? 
Exhibit No. 1 shows that the newspayor "Stuermer", according to the 
decision of the Fuehrer, was not an official Party organ and that that 
newspaper was not even permitted to carry the Party emblom, whilo all other 
papers had that Party emblem on the front pagee That should prove that we 
are dealing here with « private publication of the defendant Stroichore 

THE PRESIDENT: Dr, iiarx, you aro going to offer those docunonts in 
evidence and give thom exhibit numbors, aro you not? 


¢ 
Dit, licks I consider these documonts as submitted and I havo discusscd 


it with the prosecution and tho prosecution had no objections. 


THE PRESIDENT: You see, there is a writton transcript being takon 
down and unless you offer each document in cvidenco and say that will be 
exhibit number so and so, it doos not get into tho transcript. If you like, 
you can do it in a group and say "I offer in cvidonee such and such 
docunonts as Exhibit 1 to 100," or whatever number you wish. 

Dite IIARX: Yos, 

T. PRESIDENT: Tho book I have boforo mo docs contain cortain oxhibit 
numbors; for instanco, page 1 to 4 -ppears to be Exhibit Noe 1 and pace 5 
is Exhibit Noe 5; pago 6 is Exhibit No. poge 7 is Exhibit No. 7. 

Die iiitX:  Yos, 

PRESIDENT: I am told that pogo 4 is Exhibit Now 13 is it? 
MARX: The paginetion which was made hore is quito difforent from 
what I had in the beginning. 

THE PRESIDENT: Let us get one You only got to tell us what documents 
you are offering in evidence and under what exhibit numborse Dr, Marx, you 
can do it Inter if you wont toe 

Dit. Mik: I further submit Exhibit ioe 5, an oxtract from an oditorial 
thet appeared in "Der Stuorner" of July 1938. That articlo which was not 
written by Streichor but by Karl lolz, shows that it is written in a vory 
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sovero term and it is mentioned that vengeance will be sot freo one day 
and Jows will be destroyed, but it is said that that articlo was caused 
by a lotter which was sent from Nurnberg to New York and which itsolf 
incicated that Germany in the case of war would bo destroyed from the air, 
so the tendency is exprossed hore again, which the defendant assorted 
yesterday, that his sharp exprossions were always caused by the samo way, 
from thootHer side. That was Exhibit Noe 5 and I ask to bo permitted to 
submit it as an oxhibit under that number, 

Thon I submit as Exhibit Noe 6, an excerpt from Number 40 of "Dor 
Stuormor," of Sctober 1939, I boliovo I do not have t say anything about 
that because my position can be scon fron tho document; or is it necossary 
to speak about it? 

TIM PRESIDENT: No, you nocdhot speak about thom; just put thom in. 

Dike 1L.RX: I submit as Exhibit Noe 7, on oxtract from tho "Voolkischor 
Beobachter" of 25 Fobruary 1942, in answoring document M31 of the Tribunal 


briof against tho defendant, 


Then I submit Exhibit Noe 8, on oxtract from the "Voolkischor Beobachtor" 


Fobruary 8, 1939, page 2. 
Then as Exhibit Noe 9, an oxtract from tho political testanont of 
Adolf HWitlor, dated 29 April 1945, 
As Exhibit Noe 10, m oxtract fron "Der Styornor," Fobruary 1935, Hoe 8% 
As Exhibit Nos 11, an oxtract from "Dor Stuerner," an cxtract of 
Soptonbor 1945, Noe 38. 
aS Exhibit Nog 12; then I pass on to tho nex pase which will roccivo 
Noe 12, That is on extract from "Dor Stucrnor," of September 1935, No. 38, 
page 9 of that copye 
Exhibit Noe 13 is an extract from "Der Stuormer," of January 1938, Noe le 
Exhibit No. 14, an extract from "Der Stucrmer", of May 1938, Noe 20. 
As Exhibit Noe 15, on extract from "Dor Stermor," of Novombor 1943, Noe45, 
4s Exhibit Noe 16, 2 docunont submittod by the prosecution, Noe 579=PS, 
As Exhibit Noe 17, speeches made by Iimaler in April 19435, 4 October 1943, 


and 28 Se tombor 1943 at Pozen and Karkove 


As Exhibit Noe 18, 2 photostat of the special issuc of "Dor Stucrmor," 
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for May 1939, Nose. 


I ask to have these docunonts accepted and I havo limitod myself, 
my 
oe 


iit PRESIDENT: That is all, is it? 


llurX: Yos, 


3 PRESIDENT: Do you think the witnessis readyyot? Perhaps woe might 


&s woll adjourn for ten minutes l0We 


(A vecess was taken.) 
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ERNST HEDMER, a witness, took the stand and testified as follows: 
oY THE PRESIDENT: 

Q Will you state your full nane,. 

A Ernst Hiener. 

DR. i aRX: May I just interrupt for a minute, Mr. President. First of all 
I woulc. like to state that I am not holding the iMarshal responsible for the 
mistake. The matter was as follows, that is, about bringing in the witness -- 

THS PRESIDENT: It is quite all right, Dr. Marx. 

DR. hitXs I consider it my duty to state here and now that the iiarshal 
is not responsible for the mistake regarding the bringing of the witness. One 
of my employces spoke with a centlonan <= 

THS PRESIDENT: We quite understand, Dr, Marx, 

Then, Mr. President, may I be permitted to submit Exhibits No. 
1,5,6,758,9, up to 18, The numbers are 1 and 5, and from 6 throuch 18, Lacking 
are 2,3, and ) which were not granted, All other exhibit numbers remain and are 
contained thereing numbers 1 and 5, and through 18, 

THE PRESIDENT: You include 19, don't you? 

DR. MARX: Numbers 19 and 20. 

I beg your pardon, I think I must have been wrong, I 
lown 19, but you haven't got 19, have you? 

Di. link: Number 18 is my last one, your Honor, and I wish to submit these 
exhibits. 

THE PRESIDENT: And now you are going to go on with the witness? 

Dr. MARX: Yes, 

BY THE PRESIDENT: 
Q Will you state your full name, 
Ernst Hiemer. 
Q Will you repeat this oath after 10s 
I swear by God, the Almighty and Omniscient, that I will speak pure truth 
and will withhold and acd nothings. 
(The witness repeated the oath.) 
THE ©RESIDENT: You may sit down, 


DINECT EXAMINATION 
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BY Dit. JianX 

Q Since when have you known lir, Streicher? How did you get to know hin, 
and what position aid you have in the Stuerncr? 

A At the end of 193), I met the then Gauleiter Julius Streicher, met hin 
at the Deutscher Hof in Nurnberg. Streicher instructed me to work for his journa] 


which dealt with public health. In the year 1935, I wrote reports for the Stucr- 


ner, Streicher thon had ne transferred to the editorial Jcpartnment of the Stucr- 


Finally, uncor Streicher's supervision, and at the suggestion and direction 

of othor collaborators in the Stuermer, I did editorial work and dutics. The 

? 
responsible oditor of the Stuormer was the deputy of Streicher, Karl Holz by nam 
but the man in charce of the Stuermer was Streicher hinsclf, 

In the year 1938, instructions came from Berlin to the effect that Holz was 
to be permitted to romain in the service of the Stuermer, but since he was the 
Deputy Gauleiter, and in his position as Hohcitstracger was a dignitary of the 
Party, he could not be mentioned officially in the Stucrmer as 
fore, at the instruction of Streicher, ny 


in the Stucrmer, anc the 


rity connected therewtl 
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Q ‘shat was the chief thought connected with the Stuermer's policy? \ihat was 
the leit motiv? 

A Streicher, in the Stuermer, wanted, in the simplest and most popular lang- 
uage, to show every man and every woman of the German people and give them know- 
ledge about the Jews. Streicher wanted the entire Geri.an people to realize and 
know that the Jew was a stranger among them, 

Q Now, tir. Hiemer, I don't want to know that. I want you to tell me whether 
Mr. Streicher was for emigration or whether he followed a different train of 


thought. I do not want you to give me a long exposition on the Jewish problem, 


A Streicher was of the opinion that in Germany the Jewish question should bs 


solved through emigration. He criticised the leadership of the Reich when he saic 


that the emigration of Jews was not being carried through in a manner desired by 
Streicher. hen the war came, Streicher asserted that the Jewis question, so far 
as Germany was concerned, and Germany at war--this question would no longer have 
any signifcance for Germany at war, if, Streicher thought, cven in peace, this 
problem could have been solved before this through a complete emigration, 

Q Is it correct that the Palestine and luaadgascar problem was mentioned in 
the journal? 

-ons in word and in writing. He said that 
agascar woula be suitable to receive the Jews that were living 
in Germany. However, he did not maintain this thought for any length of time be- 
cause Germany could not dispose of Palestine and adagascar; iingland and France 
were the only two powers wh of these two countries, 

Q ‘What can you tell us about the influence, and how do you judge it, which 
Strei and the Stuermer had since 1923° las there a retrogression of this in- 
fluence since 1933 émong the German people? 

A Yes, that is correct, In many circles it was known that the influence of 
Streicher on the movement, and the influence of his paper on the movement, begiin- 
ning with 1933, did decre-se, Streit her had many conflicts with other leaders of 
the Party, and he created many enemies for himself. Above all, beginning with the 
yesr 1937, Streicher was pushed into the background more and 110r G4 

As far as the theoretical dealings with the Jewish problem were concerned, 
that was carried on through the Party. That was carried on by the Institute for 


the study of Jewish Problems, under the leadership of Rosenberg, an authority so 





oe 00 


ar as Jewry was concerned, Himmler was one, as is well known, who had authority 
in this respect, 

When, finally, in the year 1940, Streicher was relieved of his position as 
Gauleiter, he was completely isolated. From that period on he lived on his estate 
and worked there as a country gentleman, and he only worked in a literary capacity 
for the Stuermer, 

Q “shat was the circulation of the Stuermer since 1933? Can you tell us any= 
thing about that, beginning with your service? 

A This problem of the circulation should be put to the man who was in charge 
of that. However, I do remember some figures. The Stuermer was, even in 1933, a 
very small paper; in about the year 1935 it grew, and it had a circualtion of 
about 800,000. Then there was a sharp decrease after that, 

The Stuermer, during the period of the war, had a smaller circulation, but I 
cannot give you any exact figures. During tha last months the circulation of the 
Stuermer was extremely small, On an average, I might say that the Stuermer had a 
circulation of perhaps half a million. Of course, there were special issues which 


had a much larger circulation, 


As I said, the circulation manager would be the one to give you these figures, 


Q What can the sharp increse in the year 1935 be traced back to? 

A It is very difficult for me to answer that question. 

Q Wasn't it because, in a way, there were coercive subscriptions in factories 

other places? 

* 

A Mr. Attorney, you are putting questions to me which really only a circula- 
tion man can answer, I mysclf cannot answer the question with assurance, and there 
fore I must remain silent because my testimony is not certain, 

Q Of course, if you don't know, you may feel free to say so. 

What was the knowledge of Mr. Streicher sbout the happenings in the last, ese 
pecially in concentration camps, and what did he tell you abot these things 
personally? 

A From Streicher's own words I never heard that he knew about the happenings 
in concentrations camps, On the other hand, Streicher said he heard about these 
happenings only in the year 1944 through the Swiss press, Streicher received the 
Swiss press regularly; among others, the Israclitishes ochenblatt, or the Israel- 


lite Wleckly Journal, and in the year 1944 this Journal brought rather detailed 
~3626— 
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descriptions about the happenings in concentration camps. 
Streicher, in the beginning, rejected the reports which he saw in the Swiss 


press. He considered them lies for a 
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purposcée He declared that these reports were being made only so that 
the prestige of the German people abroad would be undermined, 

Of course, Streicher soon changed his opinion, at first he was sure 
in his opinion, but finally he believed that these occurrences which were 
pictured in the Swiss press about concentration camps were true to the 
facts after all, 


Streicher made Himmler responsible for the carrying out of these 


crimes. He considered him the only cne who could have authorized such 


crimes. 

Q You said that Streicher soon changed his opinion. What does 

that mean? 

A In the beginning he had declared decidedly and decisively 
that these reports could not be true. Then he became unsure and said 
that perhaps they might be true. I was of the opinion that either the 
details of the reports in the Swiss press had convinced Streicher that 
these happenings were actually taking place or that Streicher, perhaps 
through one source or another, either through personal contact or through 
letters, had received knowledge thet these happenings were actually tuking 
place in the concentration camps and were the facts, I would like to 
ascribe his change of opinion to that, 

Q And when was that, approximately? 

A I cannot give you the exact date, but I believe it was in the 
middle of the year 19h), 

Q What position did he now take when he finally believed himself 
to be convinced? Did he seem satisfied with the fact that so many 
people had been done away with? 

A Noe Streicher definitely rejected the happenings in coneent- 
ration camps. It did happen that Streicher, in anger--that is, if he had 
been especially upset about political happenings he occasionally asserted 
that the Jew, as an enemy of the German people, should be destroyed, How- 
ever, Streicher talked that way only in the first fit of rage. After he 
had quieted down, he alwayssspoke against the extermination of JOWS e 

Q But repeatedly in articles of the Stuermer there is word about 


the extermination of the Jews? 
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A Yes. It is a fact that in reports and articles of the Stuermer 
the extermination of the Jews is Spoken aboute However, to the contrary, 
we have to remember that Streicher always expressed himself and always 
was against the murdering of the Jews, and, according tec my definite 


convictions, Streicher anc the Stuermer had no connection with the happen-: 


ings in concentration campSe It is my firm conviction that he did note 


It is known that these crimes in the concentration camps occurred 
on the instructions of individual and particular men; that is, on official 
orders. And it is my firm conviction that neither Streicher nor the 
Stuermer had anything to do with this at all. 

Q How did these articles come to bes; that is, the ones that 
you wrote? Did the principles contained therein come from Streicher? 


Were these articles your own, or did ou ghost for Streicher? 
3 
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A Streicher was the founder and the owner of the paper but he was also 
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the editor-in-chief, and all colleagues and collaborators no matter whether his 
deputy, Mr. Holz, or cthers = all collaborators had to submit their work to 
Streicher before they went to print. Streicher then decreed changes as the 
case might necessitate and gave the collaborators articles that they were to 
write; that is, he told them how these articles were to be drawn un, and of all 
the articles which appeared in The Sturmer, Streicher knew what they were about 
and had seen them, so that I may be able to say with conviction that Streicher 
was the responsible editor of The Sturmer, the one who determined the policy. 
All others were collaborators and he himself was, as he often said with pride, 
one and the same with The Sturmer. "Streicher and The Sturmer are one and the 
same." That was the maxim. 

Q That, cf course, he admits, and he tekes the responsibility for it. 

What can you tell us about the pornegraphie library of Streicher? 

A The Sturmer was in the possession of a large archive. This archive 
consisted of many thousands of German ard foreign-language bo-ks, documents, 
edicts and so forth. These bocks were cither at the disposal of The Sturmer 
of friends of The Sturmer, or they came from Jewish flats. The police put books 
which were found in Jewish Cwellings at the cisposal of the Institute fcr the 
Study of the Jewish froblem, at the disposal <f Rosenberg and The Sturmer, and 
whatever remained, the ones that didn t go to Rosenterg, went to the archive 
of The Sturmer. Among these books there were numerous volumes which dealt with 


So-called sexual knowledge, by Herschfeld, Block, to menticn some of the authors; 


Some which were purely pornographics ‘ooks which had been sent in by friends of 


The Sturme-, and bo-ks which had Seen found in Jewish dwellings. Both tyes of 
books were among the pornozraphic literature. These »ocoks were kept in a special 
department under lock and Key, and the public cic not have access to 

As far as this pornesrenhic literature is concerned, it wasn't a personal 
pornographic library of Svureicher's, but a component cf The Sturier's erchives, 
Streicher never read these books. These “ooks were to be used after the wa 
in the new archives. They were to have been selected and thse which were net 
purely of Jewish crivin were to be Celeted, but as I said, Streicher cia not read 
these books, 

& Where were these bo ks kept? Were they in the puolishing house, or how 
is it that apart -~- 
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THE IRESIDENT: There is no issue here with respect to this particlar 
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sort of book. 


DRe MARX: Then I have no further questions in that direction. I gust 


wanted to clarify this matter, since in the public mind this mtter wag of great 


importance, I have no further questicns for the witness at this time. 

THE iRESIDENT: Then, are there any questions from the other Defense 
Counsel? 

BY DR. THOMA (Counsel for Defendant Rosenbers): 

Q Did Rosenberg have any connections with the editor-shi» of The Sturmer? 

A To my knowledge, these connections and relations were slmost zerc. 

I knew Dre Ballensiefen personally. He was active with Rosenberge I personally 
knew Dre Bohl, but as far as connections are concerned, that is, cf cllsboration 
between The Sturmer and the Institute for the Study of the Jewish Froblen, such 
relations I do not know. 

Q Did Ballensiefen and Bohl have comections with The Sturmer? 

A Bohl had personal connection with mee He was a student of Hebrew and 
had published translations of the Talmud — Talmudgeist. Through that, I got to 
know him. With Ballensiefen I had no connection. 

Q Did Bohl have personal ccnnecticn -— 

A Only with me, not with The Sturmer. 

Q Or was he a Ceputy of Rosenberg in this matter? 

An > (Nox 

DRe THOM: I have no further questions, your Honor. 

CROSSeEXALMINATION 
BY If. COL, GRIFFITH-JONES: 

Q Ihave only one ratter to ask y.uab-ute Do I understand ycu to say 
that by the middle of 194 Streicher had Secome e onvinced that the reports in 
the Swiss newspaper, "Israelitisches W ochenblatt," were true? 

A I did not uricerstana youe Will you please repeat the question for me? 

2 Do I understand yu to Say that by the middle -f 19), Streicher had 
become convinced of the truth -f the reports he was reading in the Swiss 
newspaper about e neentrati_n camps ? 

A Yes, I had the cpinion an? the inpressicn that in the mid‘le cf 19h) -- 


@ I only wanted an answer yes or noe Thatis quite sufficient. 
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let me just read to you three lines of an article which was published in 
The Sturmer 6n the lth of September, 19h) =- 

A Yes. 

Q "Bolshevism cannot be defeated; it must be destroyece And neither can 
Judaism be defeated, disarmed or made defenseless; it must be exterminated." 
That is page 52A. Now,the word you use for "exterminate" is Nauszercttet, " 
which I understand means completely wipe oute Why was that article appearing 
in The Sturmer in September, 19)!:, when it was known by the owner of The Sturmer 
what was going on in concentration camps in the East? What was the purpose of 
that article? 

A I personally did not write this article. I believe that Streicher wrote 
this articlee Therefore, of my own accord I amnct able to judg e the intention 
of the article. But I wuld like toassert that Streicher was against the 


murcers in the 
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concentration camps, that he expressed his opinion and thet he did not wish 


the murder of Jewry. 


LT. COL, GRIFFITH-JONES: Very well, I will leave that. 


My Lord, in the interest of time, I do not propose to cross-examine 
the witness any further. But perhaps I may be allowed to draw the 
Tribunal's attention to those articles contained-in your bundle » Wnich are 
articles actually written by this witness, There are about seven of them, 
Page 3A, 35A, 38A, LOA, 49A, 50A and 514A, That is covoring a period from 
January, 1939, up to August, 1944. 

And, liy Lord, the other matter that I would draw tho Tribunal!s 
attention to was that the witness was author of the disgusting children's 
book which I present to the Tribunal in putting the individual case agoinst 
Streicher, 

THE FROUIDENT: Is there any further cross-exanination? 

(There was no response, ) 

Dr, Marx, do you wish to re-cxamine? You hicard what Counsel said about 
the various articles written by the witness. Have you any questions you 
wish to ask the witness? 

DR. MARX: Yes, please, 

REDIRECT EXAMINAT 
BY DR, MARX: 

Q Perhaps you did not quite understand the question previously. 
Please tell us again just when Mr, Streicher received knowledge and when he 
showed you that he was convinced of theso mass-murders or at 
definite knowledge? 

A In my opinion and conviction » that was the middle of 194), 

Q But in the Israelitisches \lochenblatt for a numbar of yeors prior 
to that date there had been controversies to that effect, 

Yes; at that time Streicher did not believe these things. His 
change of opinion took placo in the year 1944 ond to my momory the middle of 
the yeor,. 

DRe MARX: I have no further questions to the witness, 


THE FRESIDENT: Then the witness can retire 
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(The witness left the witness-box and the court room, ) 
DR. MARX: With the permission of the High Tribunal I would like to call 


the witness, Phillip \urzbacher, 


PHILLIP WURZBACHER, called as a witness on behalf of the Defmdant 
Streicher, took the stand and testified as follows: 

BY THE FRESIDENT: 

GQ Will you state your full name? 

A Phillip Wurzbacher, 

Q Will you repeat this oath after me, "I swear by God, the Almighty 
ond Omniscient, that I will speak the pure truth, and will withhold and add 
nothing." 

(The witness repeated the oath,) 

You may sit down, 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 
BY DR, MARX: 
Q You were an SA Fuehrer in Nurnberg? 

Yes. 
Since when? 
Since 1928, 
And what position did you have? 
At that time I was an SA Standartenfuehrer — 

PRESIDENT : 
When you see that yellow light, it means you are going too fast. 

understand? 
I have been talking too fast? 

MARX: 
Witness, please speak slowly and pause as frequently as possible. 
Yes, indeed, 
As your testimony has to be interpreted into different languages. 
Yes, 
Since when have you known the Defendant Streicher? 
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A I have known him, through meetings, since 1922 to 1923; personally, 
from the time of my activity as on SA Fuehrer in the year 1928, 

Q Were you present at the meetings at which Streicher spoke? Did 
you attend regularly? 

A I cannot say that I was a regular attendant at these mectings, but 
I must say I was present very frequently. 

Q Did Streicher demand in his speeches that force be used against the 
Jewish population, sabe he announce such? 

A At no meeting did I ever hear anything like that, that force was 
to be used agoinst the Jewish powlation. Neither did I ever hear that 
Streicher demanded or announced that he had any intentions along these lines. 

Q Now, in Nurnberg or in the Gau Franconia, in the period from 1920 
to 1933, at any time did an action of force take place against the Jewish 
population which originated from the people or with the people? 

A No, I cannot remember any incident of that type ever. 

Q Did the SA undertake any such incident or was anything like that 
ever directed? 

A The SA never undertook anything like that. On the contrary, the 
SA had instructions, ond unequivocal instructions, tnat my acts of force 
were to be avoided. i severe punishment for each individml would have 
resulted if he had dore anything like that, or if an SA Fuehrer had givm 
instructions he also would have been severely punished; and on the wakes and 
as I have already emphasized, there was never any denand or any instructions 
along these lines. 

Q What can you say, then, as to the happenings on the night of the 
9th to 10th of Septembar, 1938? 

A These happenings, from the 9th to 10th of November, 1938, I did not 
personally experience these happenings in Nurnberg, for at that time I had 
a chronic throat infection, end the only knowledge I had was what I received 


through stories transmitted to me afterwards, 
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Q Did you talk with Obergrappenfuehrer von Obernitz about this incident? 

A Yes, I talked with SA Obergruppenfuchrer von Obernitz at that time in a very 
brief conversation when I reported back for my work, but on the whole it was just 
&@ very fcw words, since Obergruppenfuehrer von Obernitz was called away, so I could 
not fully deal with that matter in that conversation. I do remember that von Oberni 
declared that he had regulated matters and put them in order, That was the sense of 
the conversation as I recall it. 

Q Was there within the SA a unified opinion, or was it that even in the circle 
of the SA that these incredible happenings were disnproved of? 

A Opinion was, insofar as I could determine upon my return--I believe that it 
was about 23 or 24 November--opinion was very much divided, A part of the SA was pr 
the other, con, but in any event the general opinion was that in general the happer 
ings were considered wrong and were disapproved of, 

Q Was the--I must sey brutality--foind in these circles, especially after the 
increase of the SA in 1933? 

A It was, of course, true that after the taking over of power and with the 
taking in of many people, the situation was completely different from what it had 
been before, Up until that time, as a responsible fuchrer, one knew almost vach 
member, but now with the tremendous onslaught of new membership, it was liard to kn¢ 
cach one personally, but I believe that I may say that to speak of brutality, No, 
that had not taken place, Perhaps a few clements had come in which, in the name of 
the SA, did one thing or another, but in genersl I can not say that a brutalising 
had taken place, 

Q Did you note that Der Sturmer had an influence in the SA and produced such 
an influence that through it an anti-Semitic current was produced in the troopswhic 
was under your command, or didn't your people read Der Sa idann, another publicatior: 

A To that I can only say that Der Sturmer was rcad in Nurnberg and in the SA 
and that the reception it recvived was divided. There were strong segments in the ¢ 
which did not exactly reject Der Sturmer but which were more or less disinterested 
in it bcesuse of the tedious repetitions contained in it, ey showed very little 
interest in it and tended to read thoir own paper Der SA Mann, 

Q When you participated in a meeting in which Streicher spoke, what inprcssior 
did you have as to the objectives which he followed in his speech, especially as tc 


the solution of the Jewish problem? 
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A The objectives which were announced by Streicher at the meetings were, I 
» UNequivocal and clear. He followed thd policy that the strong clements 


which had been active in Gorian economy and in public life in Germany should be 


removed and that, as a matter of course, ancemigration should be followed, 


Q On 1 April 1933 were you participating in the boycott in any way? 
I participated, At that time, I had instructions from my Gruppenfuchre¢ 
sec to it that this boycott should be kept in a framework of order snd decency, 


so that the boycott could be enrried 
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through, as far as stores were concerned, I instructed the men under me that 
there were to be two guards in front of each store. These nen had to see to it 
that nothing would happen and that everythin: would take its course in a clear 
and orderly fashion. 

Q Were there not instructisns on the part of Streichor also? 

A Yes. The instructions which I had fron ny Gruppenfuchrer had been 
published by the Gauleiter Streicher, 

4s far as the Jews were concerned, it was, not only in this one case, but 
in all cases that it was repeatedly vointed out that activitios of force asains 
the Jowish population, and especially in Nurnberg, were to be avoided and that 
they wore strictly prohibited, 

Q What was Streicher's bohaviour whon he found that such actions of 
force had been perprotrated by individuals? 

I can cite one example in which violence was involved, I believe it 
was a small natter, Something had happened, but I do not recall the details 
that wore involved. In any event, there was auite an arcunent, quite a fight 
about it, and we S.. men were censored, 

Q what did he say? How did he go about this? What did he say? 
rould not tolerate that nen -= hman 


I~ - 


ce beaten or tortured in any way, and rather crastie expressions 
Sa fuchrors, such as "Lurrsxcn" and 
But he was called the "Bloody Czar of Franc nia". How was that to be 
explain:d? 

4 Perhaps it was his manner. Sonotiimes ho could bo vory harsh, but I can 
say that during iy activity, 1 did not sec anythin, or oxperionce anything whiek 
might lead me to say that he was a bloody czar. 

Q Do you know what his attitude was toward conecntration canps? Did he 
visit Dachau? If so, how often, and what did ho 

A I cannot jive you any infornation on that point. I know just one thins 
and that is that ho tried and spoke about this repeatedly == that people who 
had been takon to Dachau should be freed as soun as possible if they were not 
criminally accused, and I know of sovoral cases where, soon after these people 
were taken into the concentration caps, thoy wore liberated, 
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For esample, there was an omployce of the city of Nurnberg, a teacher by 
the namo cf Lehrer Matt, who was liberated very soon. I believe he was incar- 
ecrated for just throe or four months, and in another case a cortain Mr. Leben 


der, who had been active in labor unions, He also was liborated aftor a very 


short porioc of tine. If I remembor correctly, it was about the yoar 1935 or 


perhaps tho beginning of 1936, although I cannot place the exact tine when the 
last imaates were freed fron the carp at Dachau and were grected with music 
when they arrived, 

Q as it not held against hin that he liberated so many menbors of the 


left wine 


> 


artics from Dachau? 

Perhaps it was said in the sonmbvership of the Si that it was an act 
which he could not really be responsible for, that ho had liberated these peo= 
ple, and so forth and so on, but it was also pointed out that the Gaulcitcr was 

eally respensivle for such things anc t ho really should know just what 
he had to do and what should 
Q Do you know that Himmler told Streicher cor his disapproval of the 
libcrations and told hin that measures would bo taken acainst hin if ho contig 
nucd in this procedure? If you know nothing about theso 
know nothing about that, 
Then, I have csneluded ny quostionin: 
Docs any momber of the Defense Counscl wish to ask qucsticns 
Docs the Prosecution wish to cross--oxarine? 
SIR DAVID LAXWESLL-FYFE: No, no questicns, 


THE PRESIDENT: Then the witness can ret 
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E PRESIDENT: Does that conclude your case, Dr. Marx? 

DRe MARX: Yes, your Honore 

THE PRESIDENT: Then we go on with Dre Schacht's case nexte 

DRe DIX (Counsel for defendant Schacht): I begin my presentation with 
the calling of Dre Schacht as a witness and I ask your Lordship to permit Dr. 
Schacht to enter the witness boxe 

HJALMAR SCHACHT, a witness, took the stand ane testified as follows: 

BY THE PRESIDENT : 

Q Will you state your full name? 

A Hjalmar Schacht. 

Q Will you repent this oath aftcr me: I swear by God,the Almichty and 
Omniscient, that I will speak the pure truth and will withhold and add nothing. 

The ‘/itness repeated the oath) 

THE PRESIDENT: You may sit dow 

DIRECT EX IN.ATION 
BY DRe DIX: 

Q Please tell us and tell the Tribunal bricfly about yoursclf. 

4. The familics of both of my parents have lived for centuries in 
Schleswig Holstein, which until 186) belonged to Denmark. My parents were both 
born as Danish citizens. &ftcr the amncxation by Germany, my father cnigrated 
to the United States, where three of his brothers had alrcady emigrated, and he 
became an Amorican citizen. My olrder brothers were born theree Then he had 
to return to Germany because my mother was not well. 

Iwas ccucated in Harburge. First I have studied in Germany and then in 
Paris and, after I had received my doctor's degree, I was active for two years 
in economic organizations. Then I wont into the banking carcer. Iwas for 
thirteen years at the Dresden Bank, one of the large so-called ")" banks, 

Then I took over the management of a bank of my om, which was latcr merged with 
one of the "D' banks, and in 1923, I left the private career and becane 
Reichswachrungs Komnissar (Commissioner for the Safeguording of the Reich 
Currency), later Reichsbankpresident, and until 1930 I held the officc of 
president of the Reichsbank, 2t which time I resignede 


Q Why did you resign at that time as president of the Reichsbank? 
86,0 
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A In two essential voints: There were differences of opinion between 


the Government and myself, one was internal finance policy of the governnent. 


Aftcr the terrible catastrophe of the last war and the dictate of Vorsailles 
was already behind us, it was necessary in my opinion that the Gorman policy 
should be to use thrifty and modest methocs in order to enter a democratic 

and socialist government. The government at that time could not sce that point. 
Their policy was such that they started an economy of debt, which to a large 
extent created debts to foreign countries, and it was quite clear that Germany, 
which was ready in debt on the basis of reparation payments, was in no 
position to take care of that much f orcign currency, which would have been 
necessary for the repayment of these debts. We were not even able to pay the 
reparations on our owne 

Therefore, I objected azainst these dcbts which the governnent at that 
time accumulated, and to which policy they also encouraged private industries, 
I warned continucusly, abroad’ and within the country, against such a policyaf 
debt. The foreign bankers did not listen to its; neither did the Gcrman 
Governnente It was during that period where, if one passed Unter Den Linden at 
the Adlon Hotel, one wasn't sure whether there was a financial agent of some 
kind if one did not want toestablish some credit. 

There was a great struggle acainst mysclf. And then, when Germany was 
unable to continue paying interest on theo debts, I stated again that I had alway 
been against such apolicy. That was cne reasons 

The other reason was in the ficld of forecizn policy. Not only had I 
contributed to the coming about 6f the Joenk plan, but in 192, I had 
collaborated with the Joonk Cort ittec, and there were a nunter of improvenents 
brought about for Germany, which now, step by step, were thrown away in the 
Succceding negotiations at the Hague, and that impaired the financial and 
economic condition of the nation. I objected to it and, for both of these 
reasons, in March of 1930, I resigned as Reichsbankpresident as an act of 
protest. 

DRe DIX: Gentlemen of the Tribunal, in that connection, may I callyour 
attention to Exhibit Noe 6 of my document book. If the Tribunal agrecs, and 
in order to shorten the presentation of documents, I shovld like tocall your 
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attention to these documents which are in connection with the questions which 

I an just treating with the witness, already during the interrogation of the 
witncsSe I believe that this will be agreeable to the Tribunal and it will 
bertainly shorten the presentation of documents. That is Exhibit Noe6, on page 
12 of the German copy of my document book, and on page 8 of the Englishc Opy, 
Your Lordship, Exhibit Noe 6. That is an excerpt from statements of DreSchacht 
during the session of the sub-committee for money and credit matters on the 2lst 
of October 1926. I believe it is not necessary that I read the excerpts, 
these statements. They refer to foreign debts which Dr. Schacht has montioned. 
They contain the same thoughts which Dr. Schacht has just expressed before the 
Tribunal, andthey will be a proof that thesd thoughts are not a construction 

ex post facto now, md I, therefore, ask the Tribunal to take judicial notice 

of that document without my reading it on toto. 

I shall return to our intcrrogations 
BY DRe DIX: 

Q Youhad resigned your office as president of the Reichsbank. ‘hat 
did you do then? 

* I went to my small estate and farm and I lived there as a private 
citizen. Then I made a trip to the United States, which was during 1930. 
Shortly after the Reichstas elections or immediately after the Reichstag 
elections of September, 1930, I left and went to New York via London. 

There I lectured for about tvo months about questions which were 
presented to me by American friends. 

Q ‘When did you first get in touch withthe National Socialist ideology, 
with the Party, and with Hitler personally, and when, quite particularly, did 
you read the Party program in Hitler's "Nein Kampf"? 

Q With the exception of one single incident an my life, I was never 
conecrned with Party politics. At the age of twenty-six already Iwas 
offered vory clear career, which I did not accept because I was never interested 

in Party politics. My interest was always in the field of cconomics and 
finance, but, of course, for public affairs, I always had a certain interest, 
which came from my interest for my country and my people. 

There, in 1919, I participated in the foundation of the democratic party. 
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May I say a few words here about my education as far as idcolory and 


character is concerned? My father, t) roughout his life, has been convinced 


of democratic ideals, He was a Free 1agone He was a cosmopolitan. I had, 
and I still have, nuncrovs relatives in Denmark on my mother's side; in the 
United States on my father's side; and to this day I am on friendly torns 
with them. I grew up with these ideas and I was led in part by these basic 
deas of the Freemasonse I never left them entirely. I have always 
remained in contact with foreign countries. JI travelled mucs, that is, in 
Europe, with the exception of Ireland and Finland, there is hardly a state 
and country which I have not visitede I travelled all the way dom to India, 
Ceylon, and Burma. [I went to North “.merica frequently and, just before the 


wer broke out, I intended to travel to South America, 
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I would like to e:phasize that I was never interested in Party politics. 
Just the saxc,of course, after the September elections in 1930 produced 
the rosult that the litler Party surprisingly reached 108 seats, I bocan 
interested in that phenomenons and on board ship going to the United States 
T real “iicin Kampf," ond, of course, aiso the Party progran at tho smo tine. 

«hen I arrived on the other side the first question was what ny iceas 
were about Hitler and the Partyy because overyone was speaking about these 
events in Germanye At that time in my first publication, whic: was an 
interview, I warned clearly and soic “If you people in other countries will 
not change your policy toward Germany, then soon you will have meny more 
adherents of iitlor in Germany than there are nowe"™ 

411 throughout the time, about two months, I spoke about 50 times in 
vorious meetings, and throughout these lectures I spoke for understanding 
about questions of reparation, the ristak ] freaty of Versaill 
the ccononic difficultios of Germany, and returned with the impression that 
the attitude of the imerican neople toward us was indecd a friondly one, a 
conparativoly friendly one, 

Not on my part, but by coincidence, I got in touch later with the 
adherents of the Nationel Sccialist Dart y, ond it was so that «. friend of mine, 

of a Dank, at the besiiming of December 1931, invited mo to have 

dinner with him at his house and to scot Jernmann Gooring theres. f did that, 
aud tic iapression from the appears::co and tho statoments of Goering wero 
not oxceptional, lie was quite roticent and modest, and he invited me to come 
to his house once and neetHitler, 

it the beginning of January ons evening I visited Goering and his wife, 


together with my wife, and on thet occasion Lesson was also invited, 


There was tho intention that Hitler would coue also that evening and tall: to 


USe 


1 


On that occasion I noticed that Goering's apartment was very modost. 
“we had pea soup and bacons 
THE PRESIDENT: You are going too faste Co one 


THE WifTNESSs After suppor “itler ap seared, and there started o 


convorsation, which worked out in such a manner that about 5 »ercent of what 
6644 





20 igri = = oie 12 =f VMN 


was said was said by us, ond about 95 vnercent by Hitler. ‘that he said 
concerned questions of national interest, in which he agreed absolutely 
with use Noextravagant demands were stated, but, on the other hand, the 
nation... necessities of Germany were stressed throughout. 

As far as social matters were concerned, Hitler expressed a number of 
good thoughts, especially intent on avoiding class struggle, strikes, 
lock-outs and labor disputes, by « main intervention of the State into labor 
relations and the economic leadership, not oxcluding private entervrise 
but taking measuros in guiding private enterprise. It seomed to us as if 

tuoughts were quite reasoucble and accoptable. 

On the whole, as far as economic and financial political questions were 


concerned, he did not show ony Imowledge, and he did not assume to know 


much about it that cvening; but he astted that we should have understanding 


for his ideas, we people of the ecomomy, and should have sympathy and interest 
for them, That was the purp.se of that oveninge 

Q I shall refer to this first conversation with Adolf litler later, 
but I should like to return to the question I have put before concernirg 
your attitude to the Party Progran cud the ideology such as it is developed 
in the book, "Moin Kampf," mainly bocause you have heard here that the 
gentlemen of the Prosecution are of the opinion that the 


such in certoin parts, and also parvs of the book, "Mein } 


criminal character, mdthat that criminal character was already noticeable 


at the beginning when the Party progrom first apneared, or the book. 


Therefore, I sould like to ask you to explain your attitud that time, 
if possible, and also your attitude of today, toward the Party program 
and the idoology of wWational Socialism so far as it can be seen from both 
books 


From the proceedings in this vourt so far I did not gain the 


impression that the opinion of the 


8645 





50 pra } UM AM 
H0119 —0042 


Prosecution concerning the criminal character of the Party program was 
a uniform onee I myself do not find in the Party program any signs for 
criminal intentions. 


Unification of all Germans, which plays a great role here, is always 


claimed on the basis of the right for self-determination. The foreign 


political position, the demands in the field of foreign politics, is 
only a demand for equality with the other nations; and that the discrin- 
ination which has been imposed upon the German people by the Versailles 
Treaty should be removed is quite clear. 

Land and soil was demanded for the nutrition of our people, and the 
settling of excess population. I cannot see any crime in that, because 
after land and soil one added in parenthesis, colonies, I have always 
considered that a demand for colonies, which I considered necessary my- 
self a long time before National Sccialism came into existence. 

In my opinion, going somewhat beyond the limits were the points 
concerning the exclusion of Jews from civil rights, but, at the same time, 
it was quite satisfactory that the Jews should be under the same law, 
regulated by the same law which regulated foreigners in Germany. I have 
always demanded this legal protection should be given to the Jews, in 
fact under all circumstances. Unfortunately, they were not given that 
protection, 

Besides, it was pointed out that all citizens should have the same 
rights and duties. Public instruction, public education, was stressed, 
and also sports for the improvement of public health, The struggle 
against the conscious political lie was demanded, which Goebbels very 
strongly led later, And, above all the demand was made for the freedom 
of all religions, and the point of view of a positive Christianity was 
taken. 

That is, mainly, the content of the National Socialist Party program, 
and I cannot find that therein is found anything criminal. It would 
be quite peculiar if the world for one decade had continuously had 
political and cultural contact withGermany if there had been a criminal 
Party programe 


°AS far as the book, "Mein Kampf", is concerned, there my judgment 
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was the same from the very beginnir as it is today. It is a book 
written in the worst kind of German, the propaganda writing of a man 
who was strongly politically minded, a semi-intellectual, which Hitler 
had shown himself to me to be alw2yse 

Subsequently in the book "Mein Kempf", and in part also in the 
Party program there was one point which made me think a lot, and that 
was the absolute lack of understanding toward all economic problems. 
The Party program had a few, very few, slogans, such as "Community 
interests come before private interests," which were not quite clear, 
One could understand all sorts of things, and that is quite uninteresting 
as far as the policy of economics is concerned, and it was quite uninterest- 
ing for mee 

On the other hand, as regards foreign policy, the book, "Mein Kampf," 
had, in my opinion, a great many mistakes, because it always toyed with 
the idea that within Europe the living space for Germany had to be ex- 


tended, And if these statements did not keep me from cooperating later 


with the National Socialist Reich Chancellor, then it was for the very 


Simple reason that the expansion of the German space toward the East was 
mace in "Mein Kampf", depending upon the fact that the British Government 


would approve of it. 
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Thereforey for myself, who seemed tc know British poliey very well, it was quite 
utopian and there I didn't see any danrer in these theoretical fantasies of 
Hitler. I did not think I had to take them seriously. It was clear to me thar 
every violent ehange coneerning territcry in Europe would be an impossibility foy 
Germany and wuld not be approved by cther nations. 

On the whole, "Mein Kampf" has a number of very silly and sometimes quite 
reasonable thoughts; espeeially, I should like to poiht out that I like two 
things; one was that if you are of a different opinion in politigal respeets, 
that one had the duty to express one's opinion to the government; and anther 
thought, that, though inplaece of a democratic or parliamentary government, an 
authoritative government with a leader should be put; that still that Fuechrer 


could only exist if he was sure of the ap,roval of the entire peopage In ther 


words, that a Fuehger also depended on eleetions cr plebiscitesod the people of a 


democratic nature. 

Q Now, Dre Schacht, you have described the impressi:n which you had of 
your first conversation with Adolf Hitler, as well as from studying the party 
program and reading "Me in Kampf." Did you believe that youcould work with 
Adolf Hitler and what were the consequences y-u tok from that first 
conversation with Hitler? 

A To work with Ad-lf Hitler was out of the question for me personally 
because I was a private citizen and not interested in party politics and 
consequently, after that conversation, as far as I was concerned, or my venture 
or relations in the Hitler circles, I didn't do at least -- I went back to my 
farm and I continued to live there. As far as I personally was concef®ned, I 
did not take any consequences but there was another consequence. I have said 
already that I was of course interested in participating in the fate of my 
country; since that conversation, I repeatedly spoke to Reichschancellor 
Bruenig and implored him that in continuing his cabinet, he should include the 
Nati egpl Socialists in the Reich cabinet, because I believed that only in this 
way a tremendous impetus, the tremendous propagandistic strength which I had 
noticed with Hitler, could be caughtand could be utilized by putting them before 
practical tasks, governmental wes. One should not leave them in the 
opposition where they could become more dangerous but one should take them into 
the government and seg what they could achieve within the government and whether 


it would not kind of polish theme That was the Suggestion and the very urgent 
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demand I mde to Bruenig and I wish to say that Hitler would have been quite 
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ready at that time forit; according to my impression, Bruenig could not be had 
for such a policy under any circumstances and later, therefore, get caught 
underneath the wheel. 

Q tet us start here for a moment and deal with the Fartye The indictment 
states that you were a Party member. Now, Goering has already said that 
Hitler gave the Golden Party Emblem only as a sort of decorations Do you have to 
add aything to that statement made by Goering, and if you knew? 

A Ido not know whether it has been mentioned heree The Golden larty 
Emblem at that time in January 1937, was given to all ministers and nct enly all 
ministers but also all military personalities which were in the cabinet. 
Military persons cculd not become Party members; therefore, the recciving of 


that rarty emblem did not entail membership. On the rest, I think, Goering has 


stated has as a witness, maybe it is necessary to menticn cone more thing. If I 


would have been a Farty member, then at the occasion of my Cismissal when I was 
thrown out in January 193, doubtlessly the farty Court would have gone into 
action, because it would have been a case of insubcrdination.against Hitler. 
I never came before the Farty Court and even at th cecasicn of my dismissal 
when I had to return the Golden rarty Emblem, one did n«t say that I will be 
dismissed from the farty because I was not in the fartye Iwas only told 
"return the Golden emblem tc the Party which yu received," which I -romptly 
dide I believe I could not add anything else to the statements already made. 
Q Then the Indictment is wrong in this point, that you were a iarty 


member? 


A Yes; in this point it is absolutely wrong. 
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Q- Why didn't you become a Party member? 

Ais Excuse me, but there were quite a number of noints of the National 
“ocinlist ideology with which I was in contrast. I do not believe that with 
my cemocratic attitude it would hove been compatible to chan-e the Party 
progreme It was a program which, not in its wording but in its execution by 
the Party, in the course of time had not become any more Sympathetic to mee 

Qe Therefore, there were principal reasons that you did not become a 
Party member? 
for principal reasons, reasons of principle. 
& biogravhy appeared by Dr. Reuter in 1937. There, 
is stated that you were not a varty member but thnt biorranher also 
icr reasons, more nractical reasons why you did not enter because of 
be more influential abroad, Maybe it is important, since 
the biography has been mentioned in the course cf the »roceedints. Will you 
state your position? 

I believe thot Hitler at that time had the impression that I could 

to him outside of the Party and that some of that may have reached 
Dr. Reuter but besides, I should like to ask not to be made resvonsible for 
itings of Dr. Reuter; that is my opinion and especially I should like 
to object against the fact that the prosecutor who presented the brief asainst 
Mé, spoke about Reuter's book as an official document. Of course, that 
only s private work of a journalist whose work I annreciate 
own opinion, 

Q- Did you, Dr, Schacht, before the July elections in 1932, did you have 
any public i sles for Witler? 

Before the July elections of 1932, which brought tremendous success 
for Hitler, I have never been active cither publicly or privately for Hitler, 
except that once, perhans, or twice, Hitler sent a Party member to me who had 
some >~lans, economic, financial, or as far as currency rolicies were cone 


cerned, and Hitler may have told him that he should sneak to me or consult me 


as to whether these plans were reasonable or not. That was Gauleiter Roeber 
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of Oldenburg; and already before 1943, the Nazis in Oldenburg had already 
come to power and he was the Prime Minister there and he intended to have a 
special currency in Oldenburg, which would have as a consequence the same 
procedure in Saxony, and he would hove done the same and Wuertemberg would 
have had its ow money and Baden would have had its ewn money and at that 
time, I ridiculed the whole thing and sent a telegram to Hitler, in which I 
told him "With such miracles the economic needs of the German Reich covld 

not be cured." If I leave out the cases of that kind which are more or less 
private matters, then neither privately nor publicly in writing nor in speaking, 
I had at all been concerned about Hitler and in no way have I ever intervened 
for the Party before that times 

Qe Did you vote National Socialist in July 1932? 

No, I wouldn't think of it. 

Q. The nrosecution now lists a number of points fromwhich it wants to 
prove that you were an adherent of tho National Socialist ideology. I should 
list them in detail and I wish you would answer to each; first, that you were 
an opponent of the Treaty of Versaillese "ould you like to say something 
about that? 

4, It surmrised me indeed to hear that renroach from on American 
prosceutor. the lieutenant who spoke is probably too young to have exverienced 
it himself but he should know it from his education; at any rate, for all of 
us who have experienced it at that time, that was one of the most important 
facts that the Tr aty of Versailles had becn rejected by America and the 
United States and, if I am not wrong, with the tremendous disapproval of the 


entire American people against the Treatye 
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For the same reasons, I disapproved of the Treaty, because it wes in 
contradiction to the solemnly declared 1) points of Wilson, anc because in 
the ficld of economies there was a lot of nonsense in it which certainly could 
not worl: out to the advantare of world econorye But I certainly would not 
intend to blame the .inerican people of having been adherent to t ho Nazi 
ideolosy, 

The Prosecution also asserts that for a long time you had already 
becn a Gorman nationalist, not only a Gorman patriot, but a nationalist and 
expansiconiste ‘ould you like to state your position in that respect? 

A You, yourself, by omphasizing the word "patriot" have admittec the 
necessity of one's clarifying just what a nationalist ise 

I have always been proud to belong to a people, to a nation, which for 
more than a thousand years was one of the leading cultural nations of the 
worlde Iwas proud to belong to a nation which has given to the world men 
like Luther, Kant, Goethe, Becthoven, to mention only those. TI have always 
interpreted haticnalism as the desire of a nation, by moral and spiritual 
achievement, to becone an exanple for other nations and to achieve a leading 
positions 

MR, JUSTICE JACKSON: If it please the Tribunal, it scems to me that we 
are getting very far fron the relevant charges in this case, and particularly 

going to be preceded by a stateront of the Prosecution's position. 

“We haveno charge azainst I, Schacht because he opposed the Trcaty of 

we concede it was the right of any German citizen to do that by 
means short of war. Nor do vo object to his being a patriotic German by any 
means short of ware The only purpose has beun to find out what his attitude 
in those mattors was in connection with the charge that he prepared and 
precipitated wars 

To deal with these philosophical matters separately fron the war charge 
seems to me cntircly irrelevant, and I assure the Tribunal we have no purpose 
in chayging that it is a crime to Oppose the Treaty of Versailles, Many 
Americans did that. It is no erine to be a German patriot. The crime is the 
one defined in the Indictment, and it seems to mo we are a long way off from 


that here, anc wasting tine. 3652 
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Ti PRESIDENT: What do you say to that, Dre Dix? 

DR. DIX: I was glad to hear that. I was glad to hear what Justice 
Jackson just said, but I have to quote from Wallenstein, "Before dinner it 
sounded different." There was no doubt <= and once, because I thought I had 
misuncerstood, I even asked again <= that the criminal character of the Party 
program, the criminal character of the contents of Mein Kampf, and the 
Opposition to the Treaty of Versailles which was indicative of a crime 
committed later, that all these things so far, repeatedly inthe course of 
proceedings here, had been reproached to Dre Schacht in order to strenzthen 
the accusation arainst hime 

Now Jystice Jackson, with a frankness for which I an very grateful, 
states, "Ye do not accuse Schacht for opposinz the Treaty of Versailles; we do 
not assert that he was more than a patriot, that is to Say, a nationalist in 
the sense ceseribed before, and we-do not raise our arguments in the direction 
that our statements are indicative of the fact that his later cooperation, 
financial cooperation, in the rearmament program is proof indicative of his 
tolerating a war of aggressione" 

If that is stated clearly now vy the Prosecution, questions which I 
intended to put can be spared, and then I forego gladly the mentioning of 
the whole subject of nationalism, I do not belicve t hat the Prosecution will 

retract the accusation of expansicnism, which means the increase of Space 
in Europe, but that we will hear later, 

However, I say if these accusations do not stand, then I can forego 
these questionse 

Of course I made no such statement as Dre Dix 
has assunede My statement was clearly made in the opening, and clearly is now 
that he had a perfect right to be against the Treaty of Versailles and to be 
a Gorman nationalist and to follow those aims by all means short of war, 
I cdc :not want to have put in my mouth the very extensive statements made by 
Dre Dixe 

My statement was made clear in the opaning, anc these matters as to the 
Versailles Treaty and nationalism and lebensraum, as political anc philosophical 


matters are not for the Court to determine. We are not going to ask you to 
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Say whether the Treaty of Versailles was a just document docunent or note. It 
was a cocumente They had a right to do what they could to zct away from it 
by all means short of war. 


The charge against Dre Schacht is that he propared, knowingly, 
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accomplish those things by moous of agcressive worfarce That is the nub 
the case ageinst him, 
HU PRESIDENT: I think the case for tho Prosecution has been clear 


from the outset, that all these mattors are only relicd upon when they were 


entored into with the intention of making ware 


Dui. DIX: Very true, when indicative of the tolerating of waging of war, 


and if they are not used for thet purpose by the Prosceution -- which Justice 
not yet stated -= thon I can forego these questions. 

But there seems to be no possi bility of dubt -- I believe I did not 
misunderstand the Prosccution == that tho intentions of Dr, Schacht toward 
enossressive war were based on these facts, that ho was an pponent of the 
Treaty of Versnilles and that he agreed with the intentions cf increasing 
living s S we do not want any acacomic or theoretical di iscussions or 
disputes about the ideas of Lebens reun, but as long as these 
considered to be proof of his intentions, ho has to have the opportunity of 
telling the Tribunal just whet he meant by Lobonsraum, if he may have mentiona 
ita which Ido not know. But I believe, although there is still somo mattor 
not qmite clear betwoon Justice Jackson end mysolf, 

THE PRESIDE (Interposing): that you were askin;; him about was 
upon nationalisme Tha: is want you were asicing him about, his viows upon 
nationalism, mid that soems to bo a wasto of tince 

Dit DIX: I have put it up to his. that the Proseoution said 
nationalist ond an expansionist, ond as a consequence he planned anaggressive 
wer in financing Aenanont, and he has to 

™it PRESIDENT (Inter; posing): ‘thet il son has nointed out 
is that tho Prosecution have nover said that ho Simply hold tho viows of a 
nationalist and of an oxpausionist, but that ho held those views and 
intonded to go to war in ordor to enforce them, 

DR. DIX: Yos, your Lordship, but that these opinions and attitudes 
were proof that he hag the intention of contributing to aggressive war, that 


fa) 
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which wo jurists call on indication of his melicious i: nad as long as 


ich Justico Jackson has mado is just an argumont of tho 


7) MAT Ty} 


TI; PRESIDENT (Interpwsing): 1 issue about it, He agrees 


that he did hold those views, Therefore, it is quite unnosessary to go into 


the fact, The Prosecution say he held the views; he agrees that he held 


the views, The only question is wrether he held them with the innocent 
intention of achieving them by peaceful mothods, or whether ho had the 
sed criminal intention achieving thom by ware 


to y ¢ more thing t 


has not yot boend peceuse if Dr, Schacht should have had 
expansionist intentions, then Justice Jackson certainly would not say that he 
; 
had nothing to say against thate 
THE PRESIDENT: Dr, Dix, I think that you mmy ask hin ‘quostions about 

the cxpansionists, his ideas of what oxpansionists were, what ho meant by 

1, but for the rest it- scoms to me you are simply proving exactly 
the sane as the Prosecution have proved.s 


~ 


Dike DIXs h : quite according to my opinione 
hf WATT 


MTT; pore TS N Te s 7 Is, = 
THG PakbSloin we will adjourn nowe 


(A recesswas taken until 1400 hourse) 
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HJALMAR SCHACHT -- Resumer 


SCT EXAMINATION -- Continued. 


BY DR. DIX: 


Dr. Ss will have to 


1s 


t, that both of 1 


between question and answer. 


enly to the accusation by the rrosecution 


define position 


Tle 


your 


Never in ever snd even a foot of 


belong to Germany, and nover had an idea to that effect. 


Z am of the oj tha neither national when 


Yinion 


dominate foreirn peoples politica 


S two questions 


° 


countries eizede are 


are 


rerhans add, in order to clarify my 


stand by nationalism, and just why I was against eve 


will 


expansionism. Just one sentente suffice, sentence 


Aurust of 1935. On that occasion 


mae in 


shall want to ex 


and our special task, or our specinl nature 


derogatory remarks about others; 


MN 


19 -0053 


i Thelm Goering -et al, Defendants, 
on $0 April, 


speak a little 


that 


much con- 


are 


form 


ry 


for others 


that way revere our own action; and that an economic rivalry can be 


thods 


“74 
Vi 


throuch example but not through of olence." 


a 


Qe According to the oninion of the prosecution, in 


made a public threat of war, at which oceasion you are 


that the spirit of Versailles was instrumental in keening 
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I am referring to document AC-415, a document to which the prosecution has 
referred. 

4. I never understood, in the course of this proceeding, how there could 
be a threat of war in this quotatione The quotation concludes with the words-- 
and I must quote in English because I just have the English words before me: 

"The spirit of Versailles is perpetuated in the fury of war, and there 
will not be a true neace, progress, or reconstruction until the world desists 
from this svirit. The German people will not tire of pronouncing this 
-arning." 

The conclusion says that the German »cople will not tire of pronouncing 
this warninr. It seems to be a matter of course that hereby an expression is 
given to the fact that I am warning others from yernetrating the fury of war. 
I am not warning only ourselves, but the entire world, to avoid the spirit 
of Versailles. 

Q. The prosceution further accuses you in this connection that you 
publicly perpetrated the idea of Lebensraum, living space, for the German peo-= 
plee In this special connection reference was made to the speech you made at 
Fronkfurt on the 9th of December, 1936, invhich you said that Germany had too 
little Lebensraum for her peonlee 

i. This speech of the 9th of December, 1936, was a speech which was 
solely concerned with the colonial »roblems and rights of Germany. I never 
demonded any Lebensraum for Germany other than the colonial spacee and in this 
instance, again, I am surprised that just the American prosecutor would accuse 
me of my efforts in this behalf, because in the fourteen points by Wilson, 
which regrettably were not adhered to later on, we, the Germans, are given 
consideration for our colonial interests. 


In consequence, I said, again and again, 
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"If you want peace in ijurope, give “ermany an economic outlet into which 
Germany can develop and from which she can satisfy her needs, Otherwise Germany 
will be a center of unrest and a problem for Europe." 

I would like to quote one sentence only from a speech I made on one occasion: 

"Peace in Zurope, together with the peace of the entire world, is dependent 

pon whether the densely populated spots of Central Europe will have the possibil- 
ity of life or not." 

I cnphasized this viewpoint again and again, but at no timc did I connect 
these views with an armed conflict. 

Lf would like to quote another suntcice from this same specch: 

"I aid not mention this consideration as to the parts of Germany which were 
separated from her in order that we mig:.t draw the conclusion of ideas of revenge; 
my entire position amd my work is marshalled to the objective of bringing about 
peace in Europe through peaceful considerations and negotiations." 

THE PRESIDENT: Will you please give me the PS numbers and the exhibit numbers 
of those two speeches? 

DR. DIX: I can't at this moment, Your Lordship, I am sorry, but I will try 
to get these numbers and submit them in writing. The last speech refers to the 
speech at Frankfurt, and the others--- 

THE PRESIDENT: That is quite all right. You will let us know in writing. 

DR. DIX: es, indeed, 

A (Continuing): Perhaps I might refer to two other sentences from my speech, 
an article which was published in Foreign iffairs., the well-known American magazin 
in the year 1937, I have the German translation before mc, which says, in the 
introduction, and I quote: 

"I am making these introductory remarks in order to clarify the situation. The 
colonial problem today, as in the past, is not a question of imperialism or 
militarism, but today is purely and simply a question of cconomic cxistence," 

Perhaps I might refur to the point that very influential Americans agreed with 
this view of mine. I have a statement jade by the collaborator of President 
Wilson, Colonel House, who made a distinction between the "haves" and "have nots", 
and who was especially influential in speaking for the German colonial problem, 
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point to document submitted by the Prosecution, L-111l, U.SeA. Exhibit 630. 
This document is concerned with the conversation which you had with the 
American Ambassador, Davies, and in which y.u are accused of having threatened 
a breach of peace indirectly. 

A Ihave already set forth just now that I said constantly that Europe 
cannot have peaceful development if there is n> means cf livelihood for the 
completely overpopulated Central Europe, and I believe conditions at present 
show how absolutely right I was -— just what a problem it is and almost what an 
impossibility to. feed these masses of people. And beyond that I had a lively 
interest to divert Hitler's interest and ideas from the East, and therefore was 
constantly interested to give him an interest in the eclonial idea so that I 
could civert himself from the crazy ideas of expansionism in the East, and I 
recall that in 1932, shortly before he assumed cffice, I had a conversation 
with him at which fcr the first time I approached him on these facts and above 
all told him what utter nonsense it would be to think of an expansion in the 
East. 

Then, constantly, in the subsequent years, again ard again, I spoke abcut 
the colonial problem until at the last in the swmer >7f 1936 I had the 
possibility to follsw my ideas and Hitler gave me the mission which I had 
suggested to hia that 1 might go to Faris to discuss the possibility of a 
satisfaction to Germany as far as the colonial problem was concerned and to 
discuss this problem with the French Gcvernzent. This actually did happen in 
the summer of 1936. And’for the satisfaction of myself and all other friends of 
peace, I mizht say that the regime of Leon Blum which was in office at the time 
brought as grateful an agreement and understanding regarding the food problem 
of Europe and that the Government of France under Leon Blum for their part was 
ready to deal with the colonial problem with the thought of perhaps returning 
one or two other cclonies to Germanye Leon Blum then undertook an agreement 
with me to inform the British Government about these conversations so that the 


agreement of the British Government might “be reached and to »ring a discussbn 


of this problem into being. That actually did take place, but the English 


Government hesitated so long and when it finally could decide on taking a 
position in this matter the discussion drag.ed on up to the beginning months 


of the Spanish civil war and was eclipsed and supplanted by the problems of the 
8660 





ane NN 


Spanish civil war, so that a continuation of the diseussiczn on this col-nial ; 
problem did not take place. » 4 
At that time, in January of 1937, when the Ameriean Amzassadcor to Moseow, 

Ambassador Joseph Davies, visited me at Berlin, I was a little bit put out abcut 
the slcwness with which the British Goverment was mecting these suggestions cf 
mine, and consequently I came forth with a request fcr understanding, told 
Ambassador Savies about this whole matter. I already told him that I tried to 
work with the representatives of the Arerican Gcovernment. I tried to get help 
and understanding and I tried again and again to advise these gentlemen about 
domestic developments and domestic conditions within Germany, to tell them as 

much as possible and to keep them posted and as true frienls e- Ambassador 
Dodd and the other ambassadors who were at Berlin. 

This: conversation with Ambassador Davies -- documents submitted, Frosecution 
I-lll, is concerned with this conversation with Ambassador Davies, and it is 
taken from the book which Ambassador Davies wrcte abcut his mission in Moscow, 

_ and we will most probably refer to this book later on. 

Ag a quintessence of my conversation with Davies, I would like to quote 
just one sentence again, which I would like to quote in English, since I have 
just the oyaginal from the original text at my disposal. 

"Schacht 's-earnestly wrote that some feasible plan could be developed 
if.discussicns could be opened and that if successful would relieve the European 
war menace and relieve ~— of enormous expenditures for armament, that 
international-commerce would give outlet to swift and natural abilities of his 
countrymen, and. change the present desperation into future hopes" 

Q Inthis connection the affidavit of Fuller plays an important part, 
that is the exhibit US 629, and EeCe 50. According to this affidavit, you 
alleged declared to Fuller that if Germany could not get colonies through 
negotiations Germany would just take these colonies, ilease define your position 

~as to this statement. 

A In a German drama an intriguer is »Seing instructed to do a man >f honor 
dirt, so to speak, and in this connecti-n he says as an answer, "Just <ive me 
one word, said by this man, and I will nang him thereby." I believe, my Lord 
Justices, that in this court room there isn't a one who at one time or another 
in his life has said a rather unsuitable word. And how much easier is it when he ¢ 


is speaking in a foreign language of ee he is not a complete xaster} 
866 





iN 


Mr. Fuller is known to me as a respectable businessman, and this 
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discussion which he reduces to affidavit is indubitably reduced according to 

the best of his knowledge. He himsclf is saying correctly that even if he had 
tried to reproduce and put down the exact words he could not guarantee that each 
and every word hac been said. But if I did Say these words, I meant only whab 

I said and nothing else, that we Germans must have colonies and we shall have 
theme Whether I said, "We will take them," or "We will get them," that, of 
course, it is impossible for me to say with assurance today after a period of 
ten years have elapsed. 

According to the accusation, the expression, "We will take them," these 
words are a little bare in effect and colorless and therefore I “elieve he just 
added a trifle, for he said twice in his indictment that allezedly said that we 
would take these colonies by force, and on a second cecasicn he said that we 
would take these colonies by the force of arms. But the force of arms are not 
mentioned in the total affidavit of fuller. Not a word to that effect is 
mentioned and even if I had used that word or had even just alluded to the 


French, Mre Fuller would have had to say reasonably encugh, you just tell us 


that you wanted to take the colonies by forces; how do you expect to do that? 


It would have been utter nonsense to assert that Germany would be able to take 
overseas colonies by force. She lacked the predominance of the sea which was 
necessary for this process. 

Fuller did not take exception to my manner of expression and in his 


tonversation he continued immediately -- and I quote; 
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"A little while ago you mentioned that your necessary war materials could 
not be obtained through German lack of foreign exchangee Would stabilization 
help you?" 

Therofore, rather than to become excited about the fact that I wanted to 
take colonies by force-= something which I never said and which is contrary to 
my nature and my belief -- he immediately goes on to foreign oxchange and to 
stabilization, ‘ 

Q The Prosecutor asserts further that you were interésted in the conque= 
ring of neighboring states in Europe. 

This matter is not quite as harmless as the previous accusation by 
the Prosecution. In a previous interrogation, I was accused and the interrogator 
referred to the fact -- and I quote the interrogator, 

"On 16 April, on the occasion of the Paris conference in connection with 
reparations payments, Schacht said, 'Germany can pay in c<cneral only if the 
Corridcr and Upper Silesia are returned to Gernany'", 

This is the interrogation of 2) August 1945. Accordine to the vorbatin 
record of the interrozation, I answered: 

"It may be that I have made such a statement," 

Of course as far as the wordins of an utterance which I had given ten to 
fifteen yoars before, naturally, I did not rocall the wording of that expression 

but I did romenber that in connection with the Corridor and Upper Silesia I 
had made a romiark, and since I had to assunc that if the Prosecution subnitted 
this record to me, that ib would be a stenographic and a correct record. For 
that reason, I cid not dispute this romark that I allegedly had made, and I 
said that it might be that I said Sonothing to that cffect. The Prosecution 
takes a "naybe! and out of that reconstructed the following sontence: 

"This quotation was read to Schacht, and he said it to bercorreét,' 

his assertion by the Prosecution is therefore wrong. I said, "It may be 
that I said somethin: to that effect," but I did not say that this statenent 
that was submitted to me was correct, 

Then, fortunatcly, in my inprisomacnt here, I succeeded in getting hold 
of my book, a book which I wrote about the ending of rsoparations paynents, which 


was published in 1931 and in which I put down ny statenent about the matter 
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which we are dealing with now, and I have the exact wording and I would like to 
say that this book has been submitted in evidence and from this wording the 
following arises, which I said verbatin: 

"Regarding the problem of Gernan food and food supplics, it is cspecially 
important that inport of foodstuffs has >oon decroased =." 

I beg your pardon == "That inport will bo a ce" I an sorry again, 
I an not reading correctly: 


"That the inport of foodstuffs will be Cecreased and partially nade up 


throurh home production, Therefore, we cannot let tho fact be verlocked that 


asricultural surplus territories in the eastern part of Germany have been lost 
by surrender and that a large territory which was alnost exclusively asrarian, 
as been separate! from the Reich, Therefore, the economic wolfare of this part 
of the territory is decreasing steadily and the iteich Governmicnt must support 
it constantly and subsidize it, Therefore, suitable ncasures should be taken to 
eliminate these conditions, which are hindering Germany's ability to pay". 


4 


the qustation, 

DR. DIX: Your Lordship, this is from our do a bock, Exhibit 16, Gernan 
page 38, Enzlish page hh, 

This quotation absolutely does not agree with the statenent subnittcd 
to me in tho intorrogation, and in no way can we draw the conclusion in consc-} 
quence that I was for taking back of these arcas, What I domanded was that the 
fact of the separations cf these areas be considered when Gernany's ability to 
pay was taken into account and should be given consideration, If now the Prosce 
cutor in his speech erred and said, "I would like to point out that this areca is 

ane about which in September 1939 the war started," I belicve it is an ine 
Sinuation which characterizes the intorrozator, 

Q As far as circunstantial evidonee is concerned, that is, tho inciroct 
evidence of which you are accused of a will to Aacsgression, the Prosecution is 
asserting that you ha‘ a wish for the anschluss of Austria, Will you please take 
your position as to this accusation? 

The Anschluss of Austria was considered since 1919 as inovitablo by me, 
and spiritually and culturally it was considered Something to be hailoc, But that 


the anschluss of Austria would not be an aggrandizenent for Germany, but rather 
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a detrinent to Germany, that is somcthing I never concealed, but the wish of 
the Austrian people to belong, to be incorporated into Gernany <= I took that 
wish as my own and said that if here there arc six and a half million people 
who made public utterance sf their wish and made a spontancous wish, cven in 
1919, to be incorporated ints the largor Germany Reich, that was a point to 
which no German could be opposed, but had to hail it with gladness as in tho 
intcrest -f ,ustria, and in that sonse I was always for the wish of austria 
to belong to the Reich and to res ect that wish, if the Anschluss could be 
carric’ throush in line with political interests, 

Q lfy attention has just been called to the fact that you are still 
speakins too fast and that the interpretation is lage¢ing behind a little bit, 
Will you please soak a little slower, 

What was your opinion as to the incorporation of the Sudctonland into 
Germany? 

A Concorning the incorporation of the Sudetenland, I never thought 
of any such thing. Of cuurse, Gzcchoslovakia was a European problem, and it 
was recretable that in that state, which had five and a half millicn Cacchs, 
two and a half millicn Slovaks and about three million Gernans, the Gorman 
cloment had no moans of coxpression in that state, but just because the Czcchose 
Llovakian problen was not a purely Gorman=Czech problen but also a Slovak-Czech 
problem I sought solution of this problem in such a way an? wishe! it to be in 
Such a way that Czechoslovakia should constitute a federated state, sinilar, 
perhaps to Switzorland; that it would be a political unit anc perhaps culturale 
ly separate, so that the unity of hor German, Czech and Slovak states could 


be cuaranteoed, 
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Qe What was your opinion and attitude to the problem of the war; by that 
I mean, os far as televathy, ideology, end practical considerations are con- 
corned? 

Ae I always considered war as one of the most devastating things to 
wiich mankind is exnosed and on basic principles throurhout my entire life I 
was a pacifiste 

Dr. Schacht, you certainly during your life of thoughts and con- 
ons most likely thought about the basic and deon differences between 
ethicnlly basec soldicrism and militarism and its degenerate 


you mcan by the letter and what was your attitude toward the latter, 


the necessity of defense of country in a serious 
theorye In that sense I wos always in 
fehrmacht armed forecs, but the profession of a soldier T considered 


3 


a . = s. a = a 
of caenrivation an 


of a willingness to sacrifice, not becaus: 
Ip his lif 

ontire effort was martial to the 
learned should never have to be rut into 

officer, a carecr officcor, who is not a 
missed his calline in my oninior 

military digressi 
that a soldierdom 
en could be called. 


you know, Consul Gen 


Proswcution, that 


remark that I never made a statement of 


Lio 


sort, ncither to Mr. Ceorre Messersmith, nor to anyone €lsee As far as 


three affidavits of Mr. Messersmith are concerned, and which were sub- 


oP) 


by the Frosccution, I would like to make a further statement to that. 
8666 





30 AnreA-GES-17-2 | 
HO119 — 0063 


Mr. Messersmith asserts of having had frequent contact with me and of 
having had numerous private conversations with me, and I would like to state 
hore now that, according to my exact memory, T saw George Messorsnith two or 


* : 


three times in my entire lifce Mr. George Messersmith is picturing himself as 


1 


having had numerous contacts and many private conversations with me, an: he 
assorts further that his official capacity brought me in contact as president 
of the Reichsbank and as minister of economics. 

I do not recall having reccived Mre Messersmith once in my officce 
Geerge Messersmith takes these two or threo discussi 
characterize mee He calls me cynical, proud, doublotonguede T am, unfortunate, 
ly, not in a nosition to give an equally comprehensive picture of the character 
of Mr. Messersmith, but I must dispute his credibility of reliability 

I would lile to quote a rather renernl remark 

In his affidavit of the 30th of August, 1945, 

srsmith says, and I quote: 

then the Nazi Party took over Germany, it represented only a small 
of tho German ropulatione" 

Contrary to that, I would like to say that, befor 
Germany by the Nazi Party, it had about forty per cent 
and that Mr. Messersmith calls it a small part of the German nopulation. If 
diplomatic reporting is 2: sliable as it is everywhere, is a small wondcr 
that nations do not understand 

I would like to correct a specif omark by Mre Messersmith, Mr. Messcr- 


smith asserts, as I have quoted just a minute ngo, that his duty brourht him 
in contact with me as minister of economics. In his affidavit of the 23th 
of Aucust, PS-1760, Mr. Messcrsmith says, and I quote: 

"During the rejen of 


A clx eec1mea * . 
alroacy assuyaa by duties 


Ih August of 1934, I bocame minister of 


hand, Mr. Mossersmith, already in May of 1954, assumed hi 


Vienna; but this does not prevent Mre Messersmith from asserting that his 


ADS ns . es rey . ar a ee ee Te 
official duties brought him in contact with me, an“ in frequent contact with 
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me, as minister of economicse I believe this will suffice to show the memory 
of Mr. Messersmith and to present it in the true licht. 

In a similar connection, the Frosccution repeatedly referred to the 
diary of the former Ambassador in Berlin, Mr. Yodd, which diary was written 
by his children after his death on the basis of his private entry. This 
document has the number US-461. The Prosecution quotes from this diary roe 
peatedly with the hone of proving that Mr. Dodd, too, considered you a ware 
mongere I know,.of course, that you were a fricnd of “r. Dodd's, a fret 
which is shown in his diarye Can you tell me how the two statcments can he 
reconciled? 

A. First of atl, I might say that Ambassador Dodd was one of the 
decent personalities I have always mete Undoubtedly, he was professor 
history, a good historian. He d studied at universiticse I believe 
he would turn in his:grave if he could know that the notes which ho put dow 
rather casually were nut together without commentary and without investication 
and »rinted. 

Mr. Dodd, I am sorry to 
with him a little difficult. I an referring his steadfastness of 
which made him more cautious as fa anfers were concerneds tic found 
it rather hard to find himself understood casily and fluently, and he wos 


harcly in a position to receive opinions of others in the right lichte Many 
things that were told him were misunderstood by him, e saw these thins 
in a wrong light. 

On pace 176 in his diary, in the lowor corner, there is one 
would like to quote, which shows the point I am tryine to makce Hcre he says: 
"I talked fifteen minutes with FPhipy the Ambassador at that timc, without 
accumulating evidenco of Germany's intensive war octivity." 
dates from the autumn of 34 and I believe no one is able to 


autumn of 1934 thore was any thought of a war activity on the ~art of Ccrmanye 


o) 


Mr. Dodd uses the expression "war" undoubtedly in the nlace of armanont. 


= om the Aste i : sits 
He says "war Stent "ormament", n that sense, I believe he misintor- 


te ras cha ereto sate ‘ : ; - ee A , Soa. 
proted my words. l, as further evidence for the difficulty which one 
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had in order to make oneself understood to Dode, that the Foreign Office 
asked him at one time to please bring a secretary for the discussion with 
the Faéreicn Office, a secretary who could take notes so that misunderstanding 


would be avoided. 
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I believe, therefore, that part of these statements by Mr, Dodd are apt to be 
misunderstood, and I can only say what I have alrcady said about bir. Messersmith, 
that of course I never talked about intent of war. 

Q Now, in this diary it says that he was friendly to you, Do you have eny 
proof for this friendly position to you? 

A Wr. Attorney, if perhaps I might refer to the correspondence with Henderson= 

Q Yes, we will deal with that later, 

A Then I shall just confine myself to this question, Dodd was entirely frivndi 
to me, and I respected him dceply. As a sign of his friendship I saw that shortly 
before his departure from Berlin in December of 1937 he visited mc at my home, and 
this incident is also dealt with in his diary, and I .ould like to quote just one 
sentence: "I went to Dr. Schasht's home in Dahlom, I wished cspecially to see 
Schacht, whose life is said to be in danger." Ind of quotation, 

In other words, lr. Dodd had heard of an imminent attack on my life on the part 
of National Socialists, and considered it important enough and took it as a rvason 
for coming to my home personally in order to warn me. 

A second piece of evidence of his fricndship towards me can be seen when he paz 
his final visit to me just a few days before he returned to Amorica, at that time 
he again called on me and told me urgently that I should go with him, or as soon 
after him as possible, to America, to change my rcsidunce to Americas that I would 


find a very pleasant welcome in America, I belicove he would never have said that t 


me if he had not had a certain degree of friendship for me, 


© These are cxpress services of friendship, and it can hardly be assumed that 
the decvased ambassador would have done you these good sevicvus if he had consider: 
you a warmonger and a fricnd of the Nazis, anc cspecially--and I would like to say 
this for the bencfit of the High Tribunal-- I would ask you to dvfine your positio 
to sce whether I am correct, if one thinks and remembers that Mr. Lodd bulonged to 
the few acercdited diplomats in Berlin who very obviously had no sympathy of any 
sort to the regime in power, on the other hand, met it with 100 percent opposition 

Dr. Schacht, please, I would like you to define your opinion on that which Ic 
saying, You will remember that those diplomats who politically and socially kept 
their distance from Hitler's regime, as the ambassador from Holland, Monsicur Lint 
Stirun, or the amnassador from Finland, who was a great Social Democrat, Rujloki, 
how most of these Ciplomats were recalled by their Governnents, How was it thet a 
Nazi opponent like Dodd could have done you such 
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great services of friendship, could have > these services for someone whom 
he considered a friend of the Nazis? Do you agree with my opinion? 
I am entirely of the same 
MR. JUSTICE JACKSON: I certainly object to going into this kind of 


sermonizing back and forth between the box and the bare It seems to me that 


the witness has been allowed to say everything that Mr. Dodd has ever written 


and to put in his mind what he thinks Dodd meant. He has sllowed him to go to 
great lengths characterizing all American revresentatives, but it scems to me 
that this is utterly off the track, end improner, for this witness to rive a 
characterization of him-‘in comparison with other ambassadors and other 
diplomatic representatives. 
There is no request hore for information about facts. I reiterate, we 
“I 


are not accusing Der Schacht here because of his oninions Ye arc accusing 


~ S 


Pes 


| aw 


him because of very specif: " nich there seen at reluctance to b 
to and deal with. 
think you should go on,.Dr. Dix, and ; 
om these documentse 
might mention verv briefly that 
far from me or from Dr. Schacht to sive our opinions on 


matic yersonalities, but, on the other hand, if the Prosecution 
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produces the affidavits or diaries of these dinlomsta and uses these cocuments 
as piccos of evidence against the defendant in this proceeding, the defendant 

THE PRESIDENT: ‘he Tribunal thinks that if you world put questions and 
put thom shortly, it would be much better, and we should get on much faster. 

DRe DIX: Yes. ave been tryiag to vut brief questions, your Lordshin.e 
I only said what I did at this point, because | would like to follow the pro- 
codure as prescribed by the Hich Tribunal, and + would like to shorten the 
time to be used in documentary materiale 

4 

I would like to deal with the rcliability of Yodd's diarye That is 
Exhibit 43 in my document books; German text, pare 1943; English text, page 202. 
Here we are concerned with the correspondence between the published of the 
Gorman diary and Sir Neville Henderson. It deals with some misstatements and 
misquotations of the Gorman diarye I will disnense with a rather long Letter 


a 


by Sir Neville Henderson -= thcre are five long pares -- 
few short sentences. 

On page 196 of the Gorman text, Sir Neville Honderson writes: "Take, for 
instanec, the first statement attributed to me about Neurath. It is entirely 
imossible, as far as Hitler is concerned --" and so on and so forth. 

Then on the same p2re, in the middle of the nage, next 

"And it is the same with the general discussion. ti juite inconeciv- 
able that ! should have spoken, as Dodd records, about Bismarck and annexing 
Czechoslovakia and other countrios," 

and on the same pace, a little further down, next to the last sentence, it 

"Nor could I possibly have said that ‘Germany must dominate the Danube~ 
Balkan zone.!" 

and on the next page, sccond paragravh: "The remark attributed to me that 
Eneland and Germany 'must control the world’ is pure balderdash and hardly fits 
in with the preceding sentence about the United g ates." 

Now, there are other similar passages on the following few pages, but I do 
not believe it necessary for mo to quote theme I request the High Tribunal to 


take official notice of this document in its entirety, and I would like to 


‘ 


submit it as such. 
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BY DR. DIX: 


Qe Dre Schacht, a little while ago you mentioned a warning on the part 


of Ambassador Dodd with regard to a denger which was threatening youe Was 


it an attack on your life? 
A. At that time -- and I only heard about this after Mir. Dodd told me 
in January -- that from the SS an attack on my person had been planned. The 


intent was, as the technical expression was, to remove mcs 
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30 Apr-A=-FM-18-1b 


a foreign ambassador and the circles close to me would not have known 
about this, 

Q Just a little while ago you set forth your policy of understand- 
ing, the equality of rights and how you rejected the use of arms. Did you 
try to do anything in a pyaétical way when you were the president of the 
Notenbank? 

A My entire work as president of the Reichsbank was based on the 
promise, first of all, that as far as my sister banks in foreign countries 
were concerned, to work as harmoniously as possible with them and to 
carry on a policy of mutual assistance and support. 

Secondly, as far as the directors of all these banks were concerned, 

I had personal, friendly relations with them and tried to negotiate friendly 
relations with the hope of finding understanding for German problems and 

to contribute to the fact that these difficult problems which had arisen 

in central Europe might be solved by way of cooperation and mutual assist- 
and working together, The word "cooperation", Zusammenarbeit, was used. 

It was the leit motiv in our circle. 

Q 4nd how were your foreign creditors concerned in this? 

A As I already said a little while ago, first of all, I was in 
disfavor with the money makers from the start, those people who had 
profited from German loans abroad, for I was against the policy of 
Germany owing money abroad, and I took my stand very firmly against this, 

Then later, after the misfortune which had been predicted by me 
actually did come to pass, after the financial crash in the year 1931, these 
self~same financiers and money men accused me that I was to blame that 
the interest on their money was not being transferred to them. In those 
circles I did not gain any friends, but in the circles of serious bankers 


and large banking institutes who were interested in a constant and 


regulated order of business with Germany, I believe tn that circle I did 


not create any enemies, because I tried to take all steps and measures 
which I had to take in order to maintain °G erman foreign trade. 
All of these measures were always discussed jointly with the foreign 


representatives, Approximately every six months we met, and I always gave 
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look into the books of the Reichsbank, They could interrogate the off- 
icials of the Reichsbank and take them to account, and they always told 
me that I told them everything in the most frank and open manner, So 
that I may be able to say that I lived and werked in the most friendly 
manner possible with these men, 

Q And how did your policy of understanding affect export, credit, 
foreign trade, and so forth? 

A I believe today, after the happenings that have just taken place, 


it is even clearer now than it was prior to this date that Germany cannot 


live and could not live without foreign trade, anc that the maintenance of 


export trade must be the basis of the future existence for the German 


nation, 
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Consequently, I did everything in order to maintain German foreign trade. L 

can quote 1 few specific examples in line and alongside general principles, 
I tricd to do business with China in order that we might export to China and 

Woz seady to give China credit and hailed the fact when the traffic union 

kopb us an cocbernsive flow of trade with us-and I wis alweys intercsted in 

foreign trade and to put it on « stable basis, especially in 

3 as China; about the abisity i py and the roadinoss te pay 

eymens of the opposite parties and I never had anv 
wa these points, 
Ho is ging into wincussesry at 
hat he tricd to maintain export tre.: 


DR. DIX: As far as the Sovict Union is concerned, this exposition is of 
tremendous significance ond relevence, This fact shows Schacht contrary and 
in opposition to the policy carried out by Hitler. Hitler was hostile to 
the Soviet Union and this hostility is counterbalanced by friendliness in 

on of the Minister of Economics Schacht, and if I can prove that 
Schacht was a pioneer fighter for a policy of understanding cven in phases 
where Hitlar carricd on his animosity as far as the Sovict Union was 
concerned, in my opinion, it is very important for Schacht as far as the 
understanding on the one side and the understanding on the other; this is 
a& very important point, 

THE PRESIDENT: The .defendant has made the allerfation. Iv is for the 
prosecution to dispute it in cross exanination and if thoy do, then the 
details might become matcrial in re-examination, 

DR, DIX: I believe the -ucstion hes been answered and now I shall turn 
to sn entirely new phase of questioning,. Since it is typical to show his 
policy and his will for understeanding and his direct opposition to the basic 
policy of Hitler, I would like to refer to my Exhibit No, 34, which is on 
affidavit of Banker and SwedisMCounsel General at Munich, Schniewind. This 
is exhibit 3. The English translation, page 114, and I wuld like to quote 
a few sentences from that, starting with page 12 of the Geran text. This 


paragraph concerns what Dr. Schacht hes testificd---Sehaiowind, who was a high 
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official in the Ministry of Economics, says here: 

"In my sector the Reich guarantces for supplics to Russia were dealt 
with and therefrom I know that Schacht considered the fighting of Russia by 
Hitler was wrong. Through much effort, he saw to it thet supplics were sent 
to Russia, expcciclly machines; frequently was under the impression that 
Mr. Schaeht was in favor of the sending of supplics becousc they gave wrk 
to people but were not favorable to rearmament. Mr. Schacht in »ublic 
pointed out with satisfaction that nothing was taking place as quickly and 
as nicely as the supply of goods to Russia," 

It is just 2 few more minutes until the customary recess, your Honor, 
and before we take our recess, I ask that I be permittcd to reply to your 
Lordship's remark of a few minutes ago. The defendant must, up to a certain 
degree, find it very hard to exonerate himself, The prosecution very simply 
argued that "You helped to finance rearmament and this rearmanent in the final 
analysis ended in war and not only a war but a war of aggression; therefore, 
you as a defendant are eithor 2 conspirator or an accomplice and that is a wr 
crime," 

As far as the argument is concerned, in my opinion, it must be open to 
the defcndant, first of all, to call attention that rearmament as 
not show 2 will to aggressive war 3 and secondly, also, it could show also 


that he committed acts which would point to the exact opposite which showed 
his will for agreement ond will to perce; and as fer as these basi 
and reasons are concerned, I beg the Tribunal not to cut me short in this 
evidence but rather give me the time to carry it through; and therefore, 
also, my desire to set forth Schacht!s policy to the Sovict Union, 2 policy 
in which he was in direct opposition to Hitler, and to bring it forth in its 
entirety. Therefore, riy wish is to show in 211 spheres and in every respect 
and in every phase, he was for understanding; that is, a policy of give and 
take rather than followa policy of wilateral terrorizing. 

Gentlemen of the bench, it is chiefly 2 psychological piece of evidence 


which I have to follow/‘through ard that is a very sensitive ficld and I ask 


that I be helped rather than hindered. Tien, when the witnesses are called, 
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I will dispense with most likely every witness except one and will cut short 


the time which I am now taking up, and I beg that you show m some considera 


tion. Docs your Lordship consider it time for a recess? 


THE PRESIDENT: Yes, certainly, Dr, Dix. I thought that the Tribunal 
has shown you every consideration, and we will now certainly have 2 recess, 


(A recess was taken.) 
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BY DR. DIX: 

Q Dre Schacht, what was your attitude toward the "Fuehrer Prin- 
ciple"? Didn't that mean the danger of giving a blank checks the danger 
of losing your own responsibility? You have heard that Sir David considers 
the "Fuehrer Principle'', as such, criminal? 

A Whether the "Fuehrer Principle" is criminal or not, == opinions 
throughout history are divided. If we look back through Roman history we 
see that from time to time in dire periods of distress a. leader was selected 
to whom everybody else was subordinate. And if you read "Failure of a 
Mission" by Henderson you find sentences there also in which he says: 

"People in-England scmetimes forget and fail to realize that 
even dictators can be up to a point necessary for a period, and even 
extremely beneficial for a nation," 

Anothev passage from the same book says: 

"Dichatorships are not always evil, In other words, it is 
important to note just what is attcibused to a Fastin how much confid- 
ence one has ina fuehrers; and for how long a time," Of course it is quite 
impracticai. that somebody should assume leadership in a country without 
giving the pussibility to the nation fron time to time to say whether 
the nation wants to keep him as fuehrer or not. The election of Hitler 
as fuehrer itself was not a political mistaxe; in my: cpinjon one could 
find quite a number of limitations in order to avoid that da ger which 
you have mentioned, I have to say that one has not done so, and Ahat 
was a mistake, But perhaps one could depend on the fact that from time 
to time a referendum, a plebiscite, a new expression of the will of the 
people could take place by which the fuehrer could be corrected, because 
a leader who can not be corrected grows of course into a danger, and 
that danger I recognized very well3j I was afraid of it; and I have 


attempted to remedy it. May I say one more thing?--party propaganda 


without limits was attempted to bring the fuehrership thought as a lasting 


principle into politics. That of course is nonsense, absolute nonsense, 
and I have tried to express my deviating opinions publicly whenever it 
was possible. I was looking for opportunities, and found one in 4 speech 


before the Academy of German Law where not only Nazis but lawyers of all 
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groups were in attendance, and in that speech I lectured about the 
"Fuehrer Principle" in economy. And I expressed’ myself ironically and 
specifically and said that it is not necessary to have a leader in every 
hosiery factory, That was no principle, but a rule of exception which 
has to be handled very carefully. 

Q I know that, because I was present at the cecasion of that 
speech, What did you think about the ideology of the "master race", 
"Herrenvolk"? 

A I have always considered it a very disagreeable fact if one 
spoke of a chosen people, or of ‘Godfs own country » or of things like 
that. As a convinced adherent to the Christian faith I stand on the 
platform of the "love-thy-heighbor" policy, and I should like to extend 
that to sik cee without regard to race or faith. I would like to 
state also that that talk, that gossip about the master race, which 
wome Party leaders used to Cisseminate, was exposed to ridicule also by 
the German public, That was not surprising, because most of those leaders 
of the Hitler party were not exactly types of the Nordic Race. And in 
that connection, little Goebbels, among the population when things like 
that were discussed, was knovm under the title "Der Schrumpf Germane' 
(the shrunken German). 


Only one thing more, to be just I have to express here that one 


thing which most of the leaders of the Party hac in common with the old 


Germans——they only attempted one thinge-and that was Crinking; excessive 
drinking was the main factor of the Nazi ideology. 


Q What did you think of the so-called NationalSocialist ideol- 


A An ideology (weltanschaung) in my opinion 1s a summation of 
411 those model principles which enable me to require a certain clear 
judgment about all aspects of life, Therefore it is a matter of course 


that an ideology can not be founder! vathbin the visible word, 
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one has to go beyond thats; it is somethin: netaphysical, that is to say, 

scd on faith, on religion, and an ideology which is not based or rooted 

ton in ny opinion is no idcolovye Com equently i rejected the National 
Socialist ideology, which is not rooted in religions 

Q In the trial brief against you it is expressly stated that there 
are no charges a,ainst you with regard to the Jewish questions Just the same 
I have to put to you also, concernins this complex Situation, a few questics, 
because the very same trial bricf on the other hand takes from you what on one 
side is considcred conceded to you, that is to say, on the one hand in that 
trial brief it accuses you repeatedly of Nazi ideology but not anti-semitisn, 
but Nazi ideology would include anti-scnitisn--~ 

MRe JUSTICE JACKSON: I simply can't be bound by silence after this 
flagrant misstatement of our position made in conjunction with this witness! 
testimonye It is not true that wo make no charges arainst Dr» Schacht with 
reference to $he Jews. Vhat is true is that we say that he was not in 
complete sympathy with that aspect of the Nazi Party pregram which involved 
the wholesale externination of th WS, end he was for that reason at 
from time to tine. It is further conceded that he gave aid and comfort to 
individual Jews, but we do charse that he believed the Jews of Germany should 
be strippec of their rights as citizens, and that he aided and participated 
in their persecution. And I contt like to Have cur position misstated and 
then be met with a clam of estoppel by silences 

DRe DIX: I have to thank Justice Jackson for the statcoment, and it is 
now all the more necossary thet I put this question to Dre Schacht, but at 
this moment -—— 

THE PRESIDENT: Please put it thone 

DR. DiXs Your Lordship, it is not only a qucstion, but it is a 
problem, and I should like to ask the prosecution to clarify that point, becaux 
it still needs clarification after the words of Justice Jackscne But if 
the Tribunal does not think that this is the opportune time I can bring it 
up latere I believe, however, that it would be right to bring it up now, 


I see a contradiction in the indictment and in the case of the 


prosecution, and I want it clarificd, and I think I can do it bricflye 16 
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is the question as to whether Dre Schacht is accused of crimes against 
homanity; that is, not only the crine of conspiracy concerning aggressive 
wars, but also the typical crimes against humanity. And their individual 
passages as well as what is contained in the Indictment -— I only want to take 
the liberty to point out the passages and to ask the prosecution to be kind 
enough to state whether also Count III and IV of the Indictnent are to be 
includede In the trial bricf the prosecution said "\nd that accounts for the 


fact that the prosecution will limit itself to Counts I and IT. They state: 
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"Our evidence arainst the defendant Schacht is limited to the plan- 
ning ond preparation of aggressive war and his particination in the con+ 
spiracy for aggressive war," 

The same statements are on pave 3 of the Trinl brief, Also, in 
Annex 4 of the accusations against Schacht it is limited to Counts 1 and 2. 


However, on pare 1 of the Indictment we fi che following: 


"We accuse the above-mentioned of crincs against the poace, crimes 


against the laws of warfare, crimes against humanity in the followine sense, 
and of a common conspiracy to commit these crimes." And then all the defend- 
ants are listed, including the defcndant Hjalmar Schacht. 

On page 17 of the German text of the Indictment we reads: 

"On the basis of the facts previously stated, all the defendants 
are guilty." 

It also states, on page 18 of the Indictments 

"All defendants committed, from thit date on, acts of violence in 
occuvied territorics and in the territories of Austria and Czechoslovakia, and 
on the high seas." 

On rage 46 it reads: 

"During several years before the 8th of May, 1945, all 
committed crimes arcoinst humanity in Germany", and so forth. 

Therefore, parts of the oral presentation and of the Indictment show 


a limitation of the accusation against Schacht to Counts 1 end 2, 
beyond doubt that he is also accused of crimes arninst 
humanity. 
I think it would be helpful -= and if doesn't have to be done right 
now, but I wanted to be sure and express it now -- if, at a later date, the 


prosceution would state to what extent the accusations arc now made against 
Schachte 

MR. JUSTICE JACKSON: Your Honor, it will take only one moment to 
answer that, and I think the examination should not proceed under any mis- 
apprehensione 


At all times, and in all documents that I nm aware of, the defendant 


On 
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Schacht has beon accused of being guilty of Count 1. 
Count 1, in the stztement of the offense, states that the common 
plan or conspiracy embraced the commission of crimes acainst peace in that 
the defendants planned, prepared, initiated and waged wars of ageressione In 
the development and course of the common plan it came to embrace tho commissio: 
of war crimes in that it contemplated, and the defendants determined upon and 
carried out ruthless warse And that included also crimes arainst humanity. 
Our contention is thet while the defendant Schucht himself was not 
in the field perpetrating these individual atrocities, he is answerable for 
every offense committed by any of tho defcndants or their coeconspirntors up 


that he onenly broke with this outfit with which be »ccame 


That is our oontention, and Dr. Dix should conduct his examination 
assummtion that every charec is a charge against Schecht up to the time 
omenly, and on record so that somebody knew it, became separated from 
pany with which he chose to travole 
DR. DIX: It is probably my faulty, but I still cannot sce elcarly. 
First, I do not know what period or what date the nrosecution means when they 
say that he broke with the regimes 
Hi PRESIDENT hink you must moke up your own mind as to 
the time at which he openly broke. 
Aren't you able to hear? 
to make un my mind? 
THE PRESIDENT: Yose i think you had better go on with the evidence 
DR. DIX: ‘Vell, I can refer to tht later again. 
Qe ell then, pleasc do not make any princinal statements concerning th: 
Jewish question, but tell the Tribunal, and rive a fow examples, as to what 
your attitude was on the Jewish questione 
Ae the Jewish question x ppcared early, in 1933, when the doccased New 


York banker, Jxmes Meier, announced his visit to me. I went to “itler at that 


time and told him: "Mr, James Meier, one of the best reputed New York bankers 
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and a great philanthropist for his old home country, Germany, will come to 
visit me, and I intend to give a dinner in his honor. I assume that you have 
no objection." He immediately said, in a very definite manner: "Mr. Sch cht, 


you can do everything." 


and I assumed that he enve me absolute freedom to keer 
in contact with my Jewish friends, which 7 had done. The dinner actually took 
piace, and so on. 

I only state that because it was the first time the Jewish question was 
mentioned. At every occasion.I took a position on the Jewish question, and 
vherever possible, publicly, T have always looked for that oprortunity. 

I will give only two examples of that. 

In Amtswalde, in the province of Brandenburg, the Reichsbank had a branch 
officee The manager of that branch office was mentioned by neme one day in 
the Stucrmer, and the Stuermer exhibited, in one of the "Stuermer boxes" in 
his village, the statement thet he was a traitor because his wife had bought 
50 pfennigs worth of ribbon in a Jewish store, 

I immediately annroached the comzetent official at imtswalde and demandec 
the immediate removal of that exhibition ond an inmediate correction, that 
that man was notraitor to the people. That was refused. Then, without ask- 
ing anyone, I closed the Reichsbank branch office at Amtswaldee It took a 
number of weeks until, in tho end, the Oberpresident, who-was ea!so a national 
official, came to me and asked me to reopen the branch officee I told him, 

as you deny that affair publicly I shallrconen the branch office at 
Amtswaldoe" It took only a few days, and then the Oberpresident and Gauleiter 
of Brancenburg, Gruber, made that public announcement in the Amtswalde news- 
paper, in large print, and I reopened the branch office in Amtswaldee That 
is one example. 

The second. example has been mentioned briefly; I just want to sum it up 
once more because it wns very importante 

After the progrom of the 9th of November 1938, at the occasion of a 
Christmas celebration for the office help of the Reichsbank, I refcrred t> 
these things and I told the boys, in the presence of many parents and mrty 
leaders who were there present, that I hoped they had nothing to do with thes: 


thines, which would make every decent German ashamed, and that they had not 
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been present. But if so, they should leave the Reichsbank at once, because 
in an institution such as the Reichsbank, which was built up on good faith, 


5 


one could not use any people who did not respect the »roperty and life of 
otherse 
DR. DIX: May I interrupt you, Dr. Schacht, and point out to the 
Tribunal that in the document Exhibit Noe 34, which is an affidavit of Mr. 
on pare 118 of the German text and at page 126 of the English tex? 
the same incident which Dr. Schacht has just mentioned is quoted shortly. It 
states there, and 1 quotes 
"It is known that he, Schacht, at the Christmas celebration of the 
Reichsbank in December of 1938, said the following in his addres: 
young office boys: ‘Several weeks azo things have occurred in our F 
disgrace to culture end which turn every decent German's 
I only hope that none of you office boys narticipatedc 


such an individual there is no pla in the Reichsbank,*" 


continuce You wantec 
hen in August of 4 took over the Reichwirtschafts Ministry, 


I first put the question to Hitlers: “How shall the Jows be treated 


our national economy?" Hitler told me then, literally, "In the economy th 


Jews can kcep doi e savie thing they |} 
that Hitler had promised to me, and during all the 


in charge of the Ministry of Fe nomy I acted accordinrly. 
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However, I have to say that almost every other week there wns some 
dispute, some conflict with a gouleiter or otha Party official concerning 
some Jewish question, Also, I could not protect Jcws against physical 
mistreatment because that came under the competence of the States Attorney 
and not mine, but in the economic field, I helped all Jows who approached 
me and in every individual case, and in some cases I had to threaten my 
resignation. I intervened with Hitler against gauleiters and Party 
officials. 

I believe that it is remarkable that the pogrom of November 1938 
could only take place after I hed resigned from my office. Had I still 
been in office, then that pogrom doubtlessly would not have occured, 

Q The witness Gisevius has already testified that in the course 
of developments from 1933 on, basic changes took place in the judgment 
of Adolf Hitler. I ask you now, because this is a very important ques- 
tion, to give the Tribunal a thorough description about the attitude and 
the judgment of Adolf Hitler in the course of the years--as exhaustively 
as possible but also as briefly as possible. 

A In former statements which I have made here, I have spoken 
of Hitler as a cemi-educated man. I still stand by that. He did not 
have thorough school education, but he read very much later. He acquired 
a large krowiedge, and he jigezled with that knowledge in m extraordinary 
manner in all cubates and diswissisons and specches, 

No doubt he was a man of gonius in certain reepecits, He had intuition. 
He had ineas which nobody else wutd hare had am whitch wero son-times 
useful to got out of great difficiuitics with astounding simplicity. 

He was a mass psychologist of really diabolical gonius. While I 
myself and several others--for inst2ner. General wn Witzleben--vhile 
we were never captivated in personel conversations, still he had a very 
peculiar influence on other people, and particularly—-in spite of his ile 
sounding, screeching voicce--he was able to whip large masses in tremendous 


auditoriums to frenzy. 


I believe that originally he was not only filled with evil tendencics ; 


but doubtless believed to want the good, but gradually he fell victim to 
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the same charm which he exorted on the masses, because whoever starts 

to seduce the masses becomes finally seduced by them, and so that relation 
between the leader and the led, in my opinion, contributed to bringing him 
onto the wrong way of mass instancts, from which evory political leader 
should make sure to keep away. 

One more thing was admirable in Hitler. He was 2 mon of unbending 
energy, of a willpower which overran all obstacles, and only these two 
qualities--mass psychology and energy and willpower--to these two factors, 
Hitler in my opinion owed the fact that up to 1940 and then later, almost 
fifty per cent of the German people were finally following hin. 

What else do you want me to say? 

Q Well, it was most important for me to understand your own chonge 
of opinion. You have said that the break between you and Hitler was 
based upon the Fritsch incident. You are the best witness to give us an 
explanation about your own development, your owm change of mind, 

A Excuse me. I think there is a basic error here. That is as 
if I had been a convinced adherent of Hitler at some time. I have never been 
that. On the contrary, I only, inspired by a concern for my people and my 
country after Hitler came to power, put myself at his disposition in order 
to be able to bring that vital power into a regulated channcl. Tucrefore , 
IL could not permit 2 broak with Hitler at that tine. A break covld only 
hqve occurred if I had been closely connected with hin before. As far 
as my own mind was concerned, I was never clos2iy comn-ctec with Hitler ’ 
but was in the cabinet because he was in power, anl I considered it my duty 
to utilize my eccpacity in the service of god for my people, 

Q All right, but what conditions and what factors caused you to 
embark upon that activity which Cisevius has described to us? 

A My more serious criticism of the Hitlerite attitude started at 
the time of the so-called Roehm Putsch on 30 Jure 1934. At that tim-- 
and I shwuld like to point out first that things occurred quite unexpectedly-—~ 
at that time I ied told Hitler, "How could you have these people just simply 
killed off? Under all circumstances, there should have been at least some 


sort of special court." Hitler, if I may say so, just took these state- 
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ments and mumbled something about "revolutionary necessity", but he did 
not contradict me. 

Then in the course of the second half of the year 1934 ard the first 
haif of the year 1935, I noticed that my opinion thet Hitler did not approve 
of what I thought could be considered revolutionary excesses and that he was 
really willing to bring these forces into a regulated atmosphere, was wrong. 
Hitler did nothing to stop the excesses of individual Party members or 
Party groups. At all times, probably he had the idea which recently--or I 
‘believe today-—-was mentioned by a witness that the SA have free play for 
once. That is to say, to the masses of the Party, he gave some things, 
so to speak, as a means of recreation, things which in a regular state 
are absolutely incompatible, and that suspicion on my part grew in the 
course of the months, and then, for the first tine, in May 1935, I saw 
cause to bring these mtters up with him. I don't know if you wart re 
to discuss these things now, but I am ready to tell you about them, 

Q I just want to make sure that the Tribunal should hear from 
you how you changed your mind about Hitler from your original point of 


view all the way tc becoming a conspirator against Hitler, 


A Well, the decisive change came about by reason of the Fritsch 


incident. The very moment when I had to recognize-~md, of course, that 
did not come with lightening speed but in the course of wecks and months 
it crystallized--the moment when I had to recogize that Hitler intended 
& war or at least was not ready to do everything to avoid a war, that 
moment 1 told myself that that was a tremendous danger which was raising 
its head and that only violence could crush violence. 

Every opportunity of political propaganda within the Garman people 
was excluded. There was no freedom of assembly. There was no freedom 
of speech. There was no freedom of writing. There was no possibility 
to discuss things in even a small group. From A to Z one was suspected, 
and every word which you said in a group which consisted of more than two 
persons was dangerous, Tiere was evidently only one possibility against 
that terror which excluded every democratic criticism, and that was to 


meet this situation with violence. 
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And that is how I found out that in the face of Hitler's terror only an 
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attempt like a putsch, a coup dtetat, a final attempt at assassination was 
possible. 

Q And is it right to say that the decisive factor to change yur mind 
cecurred during the so-called Fritsche crisis? 

A The Fritsche crisis, aside from the inherent lies which appeared in all 
actions and affairs of the farty members -- the Fritsche crisis gave the 
absolute assurance that here a basic and principal change was occurring in the 
political leadership, by the fact that within ab-ut ten days Blomberg was 
removed, Fritsche was removed, Neurath was removed and that Hitler nct only 
called a man who was so incapable in foreim politics as Ribbentrop but also 
that he in his speech soon thereafter in the Reichstarannounced that from then 
on rearmament had to be increasede Consequently the Frifsche crisis was the 
decisive factor to change my cpinion and to confirm my assurance that every 
attempt at a peaceful development would have to fail and only violent means have 
to be usede 

DR. DIB: On account of the importance of the Fritsche crisis may I again 
quote from the documents? The document which I already wantec to prcduce on 
the ocecasion of the interrogation of Gisevius and whieh I could nct do »eeause 
the document was not available. The same statement ab ut the Fritsche crisis 
which Gisevius and Dr. Schacht has now made was also made by a smart officer 
with gocd political knowledge abroad. May I point to Exhibit Noe 15 of my 
document ook? That is page 1 of the English text, and 35 of the German text. 
It is a bienniel report of the Chief of Staff of the United States Army to the 
Secretary of War over the period 1 July 1943 -to 30 June 1945. I.quote one 
sentence from it: 

"The history of the German High Command from 1938 on is one of 


constant conflict of personalities in which military judgment wasincreasingly 


subordinated to Hitler's personal dictates. The first clash occurred in 1938 


and resulted in the removal of von Blemberg, von Fritsche and Beck and of the 
last effective conservative influence on German policy." 

So here also that change has been clearly understoode In conclusicn I would 
like to ask a questi:n of Dre Schacht. 

Q Were yu only disappointed by Hitler or did y>u consider yourself 


deceived by Hitler at that time? Will you answer that? 
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A The answer is that I never felt disappointed by Hitler, because I had 
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not expected more of him; froma knowledge of his personality it was what I 
could have expected. But I certainly considered myself deceived, because 
whatever he had previously promised to the German people and thereby to himself, 
he has not kept afterwards, 

He promised equal rights for 4l citizens, and without regard to their 
capabil ities his adherents got privileges before all other citizens. He promise 
to put the Jews uncer the same protection which foreigners hade He deprived them 
of every legal protectione He had promised to fight against political lies and 
together with his minister, Goeb bels, and by himself, he has never done anything 
else but disseminate political lies and political fraud. He promised to the 
German people to maintain the principles of positive Christianity and he 
tolerated and sponsored measures by which institutions of the Church were damaged 
and insulted. Also, in the foreign political field he has always spoken against 
&@ war on two fronts -= and then undertook it himself. He has broken all laws 
of the Wiemar Republic, for the enforcement of which he had taken the oath. 

He mobilized the Gestapo against personal liberties and freedoms. He made 
impossible all free communication of th- ught and ideas. He released criminals an 
put them in his service. He has done everything in the way of not keeping his 
promises. He deceived the world, Germany and me. 

Q let us return to the period of the coming to power, the seizure of 
power. In November, 1932, ycu stated publicly that Hitler would become 
Chancellor, Reich Chancellor. What made you make that statement? 

A That statement was caused by the fact that Hitler in the July 
elections of 1932 got hO per cent of all seats in the Reichstag for his party. 
That is a result of an election, if I an informed correctly, which had not 
occurred since 1871, since the Reichstag was foundeds and for me, for myself as 
a democrat and a follower of the democratic parliament ary governnent, it was 
inevitable that that man now was to be put in charze of forming a Cabinet. I 
could not have seen any other possibility.There was only one alternative and that 
was a military governmert. But the Cabinet of von Papen already had had some 


special authority and still could not stand against the parliament, the Reichstag; 


and when Schidicher attempted to establish a military regime without the 


participation of the Nazis he failed after just a few weeks, because he had scen 


himself put before the alternative either to start a civil war or to resicn. 
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H ndenburg and at first Schleicher as well, although at the end he might 


have th-ught differently about it -= but Schleicher was alse of the opinion 

that the Armed Forces could not stand a civil war, and Hindenburg was certainly 
not ready to risk a civil war cr to tolerate a civil war. But he saw himself 
forced by necessity to put the reins of Government ints the hands of the man who, 
thanks to his propaganda and the ineapability of all preceding governments, 

and also thanks to the policies of the foreign ccuntries toward Germany, had won 
the majority of German votes, 

Q You know that the “rosecution accuses you of having assisted Hitler 
and the Nazi regime to come into powere I want to ask y~u now whether between 
the July elections, 1932, and the day when Hitler became chancellor -= that is 
the 30th of January, 1933 == you had spoken publicly far Hitler. 

A Ivwant to state at first that Hitler's power in July, 1932, Hitler's 
climax of power, had been reached by gaining 232 seats in July. Everything 
else that followed is cnly a consequence of that Reichstag election during that 
entire period -- with the exception of the one interview you mentioned, I have 
not said any more than that Hitler wuld become Reich Chancellor,md according 
to democratic rules, I repeat that during that entire period I have not 
written or spoken a single word publicly for Hitler, 

Q During that period, on the oecasicon of the reorganization of the Reich 
Cabinet, did you speak to Hyndenburg about the Chancellorshi p? 

A I have never in any way contributed by conversations with anyone of the 
competent gentlemen, be it Hindenburg, Meissner or any>ne else, to exert any 
influence in favor of Hitler, and I hac nothing to do and did not participate 
in any way in the nomination of Hitler to Reich Chancellor, 

2 The Irosecution accuses you in that connection, of putting the 
prestige of your name -- in November 1932 —= at the disposal of Hitler, and he 
refers to a statement made by Goebbels in the htter's bo k, "From the 


Kaiserhof to the Reich Chancellerye" What can you say abcut that? 
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A I would never have expected that, if not the truth, Goebbels could 
be mobilized against me hcre, but it is not my fault if Mre Goebbels made a 
mistakee 

Q The Prosecutor also states that you provided the fumds for the 
Reichstag elections of the 5th of March, and there is an affidavit by von 
Schnitazler, 50-439, US Bhibit Noe 618. What do you have to say about that? 
It is our Exhibit Noe 3 of cur document book, page 11 of the English copye 

A In February of 1933, at the time when Hitler was already Reich 
Chancellor and the electicng of the 5fh of March were to be a new basis for 
the forming of the government, Hitler asked me whether at the occasion of a 
meeting which Goering was to call, and which would have the purpose to raise 
funds for the elections, wether I would not take the role of the banker for 
theme I had no cause to refuse thate The meeting took place on the 26th of 
February e 

And now the Prosecutor has presented it so as if during that meeting 


I had pleaded for an election fund, The Prosecution, hovrever, has pres¢ 


by Hitler on that evening. 

‘, May I interrupt you and fay I call to the attention of the Tribunal 
that it is our Exhibit No.e2, on pace 9 of the English text. Excuse me. Please 
will you kindly go one 

A D-203- That document closess with the following sentence: 

"Coering then Ned over very cleverly to the necessity that other 
circles not taking part in this political. battle should at least nake the 
financial sacrifice sc necossay at this timee" 

Therefore, from that report which was submitted by the Prosecution, 
it can be seen very clearly that not I have pleaded for funds, but that Goering 
had pleaded for funcse I have only acninistrated these funds later, 

And, in the affidavit by Schnitzler; document BC-l39, page 11, the 
Prosecution has carefully 1cft out those decisive passages by which I would 
not be accusede I quote the two sentences, therefore, as follows: I'm sorry 


I have to quote in Inglish because I have only the Mnglish text in front of me. 
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of, as far as I remember, three million Reichsmarks, The fund should be 


distributed between the two "Allies! according to their relative strength 


at the time beinge Dre Stein suggested that the Deutsch Volkspartci should 
be included vhich suggestion, when I rightly remember, was acceptede The 
amounts which the individual firms hac to contribute were not discussed. " 

It can be seen that that election fund was collected, not for the Nazi 
Party only, but for the Nazi Party and the Allied nationalistic group, in which, 
for instance, were also von Papen and Hysgenberg, and during that very meeting 
it was extended to a third group, the Gorman Yolkspartci. That was, therefore, 
a collective fund for thoseparties who went into the election campaign and 
not just a Nazi funde 

Q The Prosecution has mentioned those laws which, after the 
seizure of power, had been issued and which established the totalitarian rule 
of the Nazise We have to consider the question of your personal responsibility 
as a later member of the cabinet an’, therefore, I have to discuss these 
laws with you in details but I should like to recall to you, first, the 
Enabling Act; then the law abovt the prohibition of parties and the ostablish- 
ment of one party; the law about the unity of party and statcs the 
expropriation of the SPD and the trade unions; the law about the legal 
limitation of professions for Jows; about the peoples! court; the law about 
the legalization of the murders of 30th June 193h; and about the murder of 
the offices of the Reich Chancellor and the Reich President in the person of 
Hitlers How is it your pergonal responsibility in your capacity as member 


of the cabinct with respect to these: laws? 
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A «hen all these laws were issued I was not cven a Cabinct ucmber, L had no 


voice in the Cabinet, I had a voice in the Cabinet only after the first of August 


1934, 2t which time the last disastrous law or merger of the offices of Chancello 
and President was issued. And I didn't have anything to do cven with thet law, 

Q I don't know whether I mentioned it, but I want to make sure there is no 
misunderstanding. It doe not cover the merger of the offices, 

A Of course not, because I was not cven in the Cabinct, I had rcecived my 
nomination as the ministcr on the 3rd or 4th of August. I cid not take part in th 
deliberation of that law, I did not vote for it, and I have not signed it, 

Q But it says here in the trial bricf that you were a member of the Reichste 
Then as a member of the Rceichstrg you would have voted for these laws, because 
aftcr 1933 there were only unanimous votes in the Reichstag, 

A Yes. Unfortunately, there is much in the trial bricf which is not correct, 
During my entire life I wis never a member of the Reichstag, and one look into tt 
Reichstag Handbook could have unlightuned the Prosecution about the fact thet als 
during thet time I was not 2 member of the Reichstag, 

‘with all these laws I neither had anything to do as a mombor of the Cabinet c 
the Reichstag, because I had beén neither during that time, 

Did Adlof Hitler ever take an oath on the Wcimer Constitution? 

A Of course Hitler took an oath on the wcimer Yonstitution when he beeame 
Reichs Chenevllor, to Reichsprvsident Hindenburg, During that oath he swore that 
he would not only respect the constitution but also all laws unless they were 
changed legally, that he would observe than and protect them, 

the Weimer Constitution ever constitutionally rupvaled, formally rupee. 

it has never been repeahed? 

the Fuchrer principle put down anywhere legally? 

Fuchrer principle was not put down by a single law, and the attempt 
which wos meade latvr to rcduce the responsibility of the individual ministurs-- 
and that hitS mc, also--by soying that it hes become 2 common law, th.t is not 
correct, The rusponsibility of the ministers continued to uxist, my own also, ancé 
only the terror and the violent thre:ts of Hitler kept them down. 
> The question whether the Enabling Act was referred to the Fuchrur or to th 
Cabinet, whether the Cabinet after 1933 was a National Socialistic or = combinati 


of the parties of the Reich, or the question of the development of Hitler to an 
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autocratic dictator, all these questions I hawe put to the witness Lanmers. I do 
not wish to repent thum, but do you have to add anything to whet Laumurs had 
testificd about? 


A I made only two notes. In the Reichstag 


> 


Spveeh of Hitler on the 23rd of 
March 1933, he mentioned "It is the sincere desire of the National Government," 
end of quotstion. So we suc it is not the National Socialist Government, as it 
was alwoys soid latur, but the National Government, 

And another one. In the proclomation to the armed forecs which the War iinist 
von Blomberg issued in February 1933, the sentence is included: "I assunc the 
office with the firm will lead the Reichswehr according to the testcsicnt of’. my 
predeeussors 28 2 vans of power Superior to the party and directly connceted 
with the State," 

This and other factors convinced me that wo are confronted here with a natio: 
coalition cabinet, whereas Hitler, by his methods of terror and violence, forned 
& pure Nazi cictstorship out of it, 

Q That quotstion mentioned by Schacht is in our document book, Exhibit Numb< 

se 14 of the Inglish toxt, 
The Tribunal will adjourn. 
question? Lo we continue tomsrrow, bo- 
couse tomorrow is the first of lay, and there is some amount of uncurtainty 
whether there is a sussion tomorrow or not, 
THE PRESIDENT: Yes, the Tribunal will go on tomorrow, 


(The Tribunsl adjourncd until 1 lay 1946, 1000 hours, ) 





